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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PALMER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 30, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable GARY J. 
PALMER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties. All time shall be 
equally allocated between the parties, 
and in no event shall debate continue 
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other 
than the majority and minority leaders 
and the minority whip, shall be limited 
to 5 minutes. 

f 

REAL TAX REFORM IS 
ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. PETERS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand that real tax reform is absolutely 
necessary. In 2013, the Harvard Busi-
ness School published a report that 
identified the most important Federal 
priorities to promote American growth 
and competitiveness. 

Two of the eight priorities were tax 
related. First, to simplify the cor-
porate Tax Code with lower statutory 

rates and fewer loopholes; and second, 
to reform the taxation of foreign prof-
its so we don’t disadvantage American 
businesses and workers. 

Many Democrats would work with 
the majority to achieve these 
progrowth tax reforms. That is how it 
worked so well in 1986 under President 
Reagan and Speaker O’Neill. 

But we should not, and we don’t need 
to, balloon the Federal debt to achieve 
these goals. That is exactly why Re-
publican proposals in the House and 
the Senate are so harmful for our coun-
try. 

We know that national debt itself is 
antigrowth. That is why the same Har-
vard study that advocated tax reform 
also prioritized a stable Federal budg-
et. Public debt crowds out private in-
vestment. CBO estimates that every 
dollar in deficit crowds out 33 cents in 
private investment. 

Debt gives us less flexibility to deal 
with emergencies. Debt increases the 
risk of another financial crisis, because 
when investors lose confidence in the 
government’s ability to pay back bor-
rowed funds, interest rates can spike. 
As interest takes up more of the budg-
et, less is available for other programs, 
including roads, bridges, scientific dis-
covery, and our national defense. 

When Congress passed the Bush tax 
cuts, national debt was at a level equal 
to 32 percent of the U.S. economy. 
Today, it is 77 percent of GDP. These 
bills will put our national debt on 
track to be larger than our national 
economy. 

We can point fingers at each other 
about how we got here, but if we are 
trying to get out of the hole, first we 
need to stop digging. We will not grow 
our way out of this hole. 

According to the nonpartisan Com-
mittee for a Responsible Federal Budg-
et, no estimate that accounts for the 
economic impact of higher debt has 
found that the bill would raise the 
growth rate by more than a quarter of 

the Republicans’ declared 0.4 percent 
growth target. 

In a survey at the University of Chi-
cago, known for its conservative eco-
nomic theory, 37 of 38 economists agree 
that the GOP tax bills in Congress 
would cause U.S. debt to increase sub-
stantially faster than the economy. 

At the University of Pennsylvania 
Wharton School, which the President 
himself trumpets as his alma mater, 
teaming with smart people, their dy-
namic scoring model found that the 
House bill would lose between $1 tril-
lion and $1.7 trillion over a decade in 
revenue after accounting for growth. 

What in the world has happened to 
the Grand Old Party and fiscal respon-
sibility? How will we pay for infra-
structure now? Will we really risk de-
stabilizing the dollar, the world’s eco-
nomic currency? Will we ask China to 
lend us money so that we can defend 
ourselves from North Korea? 

I have heard my Republican col-
leagues say again and again how im-
portant it is to pay for spending, to get 
our fiscal house in order, to get our na-
tional debt under control. 

I asked one colleague why he had run 
for Congress in the first place, and he 
told me he was so concerned about 
loading his kids up with all this bor-
rowing, that he had to do something. 
His eyes filled with tears as he talked 
about his children. Yet he and many 
like him voted in a rush to add at least 
$1.5 trillion to the debt without a road 
or a Navy ship or one scientific grant 
to show for it. 

Nobody seriously contends that this 
is wonderful policy resulting from seri-
ous deliberation through regular order. 
It is not. The only reason for this ef-
fort, and this is out of the mouths of 
the legislators themselves, is that 
there is political pressure from interest 
groups and donors to get something 
done. That is the definition of putting 
party before country. That is exactly 
what people hate about Congress. 
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This is not what your constituents 

really want. They don’t want their tax 
breaks to expire while corporate breaks 
don’t. They don’t want students to suf-
fer from even more debt. They don’t 
want to lose their healthcare because 
of the premium spikes we know are 
going to be coming. They don’t want 
their housing to be more expensive, 
even, than it is today, and they don’t 
want to face automatic Medicare cuts 
forced by congressional spending lim-
its. 

If you are worried about the 
blowback from not doing something or 
taking the extra time to get it right, 
wait until you see the reaction when 
people realize what is really in this bill 
after it has already been passed. 

We can do real tax reform without 
jeopardizing our children’s future. 
Make the corporate rate 25 percent in-
stead of 20 percent like the Business 
Roundtable and Mitt Romney both 
once suggested. That saves $600 billion. 

If you must lift the exemption for the 
estate tax, I wouldn’t, but don’t elimi-
nate it. That saves $50 billion. 

Maintain the alternative minimum 
tax for high-earning families, but index 
it over time so it doesn’t catch the 
middle class. 

Work with Democrats to find ways to 
limit tax expenditures, but save the 
burden for those who can afford it. 

If my Republican colleagues will 
commit to doing that, I will commit to 
working with you, and I will honestly 
and publicly thank you for putting 
country before politics. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SOUTH FLORIDA’S 
HOLOCAUST SURVIVORS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in recognition of the Jewish Com-
munity Services of South Florida and 
the second generation of Miami-Dade 
Holocaust Survivors. Together, these 
two organizations will join forces to 
hold a Cafe Europa, a function that 
honors Holocaust survivors and their 
families. The name ‘‘Cafe Europa’’ is 
derived from a small lounge in Stock-
holm. Here, survivors from liberated 
concentration camps would search for 
family and friends after the war, share 
stories and experiences, and begin to 
rebuild their lives. 

Today, the practice remains strong 
in its commitment to bring survivors 
together, where they can share insight 
and thoughts on topics surrounding our 
world today. 

Cafe Europa also allows us to honor 
these individuals and gain vital knowl-
edge about this dark period in history. 

This event this year will be held at 
the Aventura Turnberry Jewish Center 
on Sunday, December 3, at 11:30. My 
constituents David and Irene 
Mermelstein, Herbie Karliner, Joe 
Sacks, Alex Gross, David Schaeter, and 
Wendy Rothfield will attend this im-

portant event. Holocaust survivors will 
share stories, grieve over loved ones 
lost, and recommit that these horren-
dous days of our history that they sur-
vived will never again be repeated. 

Mr. Speaker, we must cherish the 
time that we have left with these brave 
souls, to listen and to learn about their 
tragic stories, stories that must be 
passed along to future generations 
about this brutal period of injustice, 
and ensure that no such tyranny ever 
happens again. 

CONGRESS MUST ACT ON A LEGISLATIVE 
SOLUTION FOR OUR DREAMERS 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as 
we quickly approach the month of De-
cember, we are reminded of the very 
few legislative days left on this cal-
endar to debate and pass a permanent 
solution to protect our Nation’s 
DREAMers from deportation. 

I introduced, along with my dear 
friend, my colleague, LUCILLE ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, H.R. 3440, also known as the 
Dream Act, to allow over 800,000 young 
immigrants living in our great country 
to remain here, the only home that 
they have truly known. 

This bill will allow DREAMers to 
apply for conditional permanent resi-
dency, and eventually to citizenship. 
Each day of inaction by our body to 
pass the Dream Act or any legislative 
fix is a loss for our communities and 
our country. 

Study after study demonstrates the 
reality that we already know: that fail-
ure to provide a solution for our 
DREAMers will result in hundreds of 
billions of dollars lost in GDP, a truly 
devastating blow to our economy. 

The business community, faith lead-
ers, colleges and universities, advocacy 
groups, all have joined a large bipar-
tisan coalition standing behind these 
young immigrants, and that is because 
they recognize the positive contribu-
tions of these individuals, contribu-
tions that should not be imperiled by 
their legal status. 

But they are looking at us, Mr. 
Speaker. They are looking at Congress. 
It is up to us. It is up to you and me 
and our colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to act. It is our responsibility, 
and we must not delay action any 
longer. These individuals who came to 
this country as children only want an 
opportunity to attend school, to work, 
to provide for their families. 

Mr. Speaker, this Nation, our Nation, 
was born and continues to be built and 
made stronger by immigrants like 
these DREAMers, willing and deter-
mined not only to realize their dreams, 
but truly to love, serve, and protect 
this land with all of their hearts. 

That is precisely why we must act 
now. This Chamber cannot and should 
not stand idly by while these young 
immigrants, who are already as Amer-
ican as anyone else in their hearts and 
their minds, live under fear and uncer-
tainty in this country, a country that 
is a beacon of hope and a land of oppor-
tunity to those who seek it. 

The lives of hundreds of thousands of 
bright, talented, and patriotic young 

men and women depend on us, on this 
Congress. It is up to us to rise to the 
challenge to legalize the status of these 
DREAMers so they can truly make 
their dreams into a reality. 

f 

END HUNGER NOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, last 
Monday and Tuesday, I participated in 
the eighth annual Monte’s March, a 43- 
mile walk from Springfield to Green-
field, Massachusetts, to raise aware-
ness about hunger in our community 
and to raise money for the Food Bank 
of Western Massachusetts. 

Monte Belmonte, a well-known and 
beloved local radio personality with 
WRSI, The River, in Northampton, led 
dozens of committed activists and com-
munity leaders on the walk. 

This year, the march raised over 
$236,000, a record, to help struggling 
families in western Massachusetts. 
This translates into about 708,000 meals 
that will go directly to individuals and 
families struggling with food insecu-
rity. 

As I am each year, I was deeply im-
pressed by the stamina of all those who 
walked and by the generosity of com-
munity members looking to help those 
in need. 

I would like to take a moment to 
thank those who joined us along the 
route for their dedication to the cause 
of ending hunger in this country once 
and for all. 

Specifically, I want to thank: 
Monte Belmonte and his entire crew 

from The River, including Mark 
Lattanzi, Dave Musante, and Rene 
Kane. They work incredibly hard each 
year to make this march a success, and 
it wouldn’t have been possible without 
their determination and the extra 
hours they put in leading up to this 
event; 

Sean Barry of Four Seasons Liquor 
in Hadley, Monte’s right-hand man, 
marched the entire 2 days; 

Andrew Morehouse, the executive di-
rector of the Food Bank of Western 
Massachusetts, and everyone at the 
food bank. They do inspiring work. 
They deserve to be supported; 

All of the elected officials who joined 
us, including my colleagues Represent-
atives RICHIE NEAL and JOE KENNEDY, 
State Senator Eric Lesser and Rep-
resentative Aaron Vega, Northampton 
Mayor David Narkewicz, Greenfield 
Mayor William Martin, and Chicopee 
Mayor Richard Kos; 

The representatives of several local 
colleges: Christina Royal, president of 
Holyoke Community College; my dear 
friend Bob Pura, president of Green-
field Community College; and a special 
appearance by Sam the Minuteman, 
UMass’ beloved mascot; 

Incredible advocates from the non-
profit community: Tim Garvin of the 
United Way of Central Massachusetts; 
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also from the United Way was Brian 
Whitney and Kerry Conaghan; Ron 
Johnson, CEO of the Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Family Services Inc. in 
Springfield; Andrea Marion, executive 
director of Lorraine’s Soup Kitchen; 
Shannon Rudder, executive director of 
Kate’s Kitchen in Holyoke; Betty Me-
dina Lichtenstein, founder and execu-
tive director of Enlace de Familias in 
Holyoke; Mindy Domb, executive direc-
tor of the Amherst Survival Center; 
and Neftali Duran, the chef and food 
activist at Nuestras Raices in Holyoke; 

The musicians who kept us enter-
tained along the way: the Expandable 
Brass Band, Double Edge Theatre, and 
Hopkins Academy Band; 

Western Massachusetts small busi-
nesses, including: BridgeSide Grille; 
Magpie Pizza; Ashfield Lake House; 
Union Station in Northampton; Berk-
shire Brewing Company, who kept us 
nourished along the way; Ben Clark of 
Clarkdale Fruit Farms; and Tea Guys 
of Whately, Massachusetts, for their 
wonderful tea in honor of the march, 
and for their continued generosity and 
friendship; 

The Sheriff’s Departments in Hamp-
den, Hampshire, and Franklin Coun-
ties, as well the Deerfield Police helped 
provide escorts for us during the entire 
43 miles. 

b 1015 

I am grateful to Mr. Michael Brooks 
and the students of Smith Vocational 
School in Northampton for making the 
shopping carts we used during the 
march. 

I am grateful to the countless stu-
dents—elementary, middle school, and 
high school students—who raised 
money and greeted us along the way; 
members of the Tibetan community 
who greeted us as well; and all the 
other incredible individuals from our 
community who joined us on the 
march, like my dear friends Chia Col-
lins, Steve ‘‘the Hippie’’ Fendell, 
Georgiann and Rick Kristek, Kristen 
Elechko, Erin McKeown and Emily 
Lichter from the Ashfield Lake House, 
and so many others; as well as industry 
partners who helped support this effort 
through their generosity. 

I want to thank two of my wonderful 
district staffers, Keith Barnicle and 
Seth Nadeau, for their efforts in help-
ing to organize the march and for as-
sisting me every step of the way. 

Lastly, I want to thank my son, Pat-
rick, who marched with me by my side 
during this entire time. 

Mr. Speaker, I was proud to join so 
many of my constituents and neighbors 
in western Massachusetts to bring at-
tention to the issue of hunger and raise 
much-needed funding for The Food 
Bank of Western Massachusetts. 

I am so honored to be part of this 
march each year, but I need to remind 
my colleagues in this Chamber that 
charities alone cannot end hunger. To 
do that, it will take further invest-
ments in our federally funded programs 
like SNAP, WIC, and school meals. 

As we look toward the next farm bill, 
the next budget, and the upcoming ap-
propriations cycle, I plead with my col-
leagues to maintain and increase in-
vestments and programs to help those 
struggling with food insecurity. Please 
don’t do anything to make hunger 
worse in this country. 

In the United States of America, the 
richest country in the history of the 
world, it is a disgrace that any child 
goes to bed hungry, that any senior has 
to choose between lifesaving medica-
tion and a decent meal, that any vet-
eran who risked his or her life in the 
defense of our Nation doesn’t have 
enough to eat, and that any individual 
suffers from hunger. But, still, 42 mil-
lion Americans remain food insecure. 

Food is a right, and it is up to this 
Congress to finally take a stand in sup-
porting efforts to end hunger now. 

f 

EXPRESSING GRATITUDE TO IGOR 
BIRMAN, CHIEF OF STAFF 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to express my gratitude to 
my chief of staff, Igor Birman, who will 
be leaving the House of Representa-
tives on December 5 to begin a new ca-
reer in financial management. He and 
his wife, Kim, are expecting their first 
child in April and will be moving to 
New York. 

Igor Birman’s story sums up the best 
of America and is testimony to the 
exceptionalism of American founding 
principles, how they beckon to op-
pressed people around the world, and 
how much those who come here legally 
bring to our Nation. 

Igor was born in Moscow to parents 
who desperately yearned for the funda-
mental rights they were denied in the 
Soviet Union. At the time, they were 
called refuseniks, Russian Jews per-
secuted for their religious beliefs and 
denied exit visas because of their tech-
nical knowledge. 

Finally, after many years, as the So-
viet Union began to collapse, glasnost 
opened an opportunity for the Birmans 
finally to realize their dream. Igor re-
members hurriedly learning English on 
borrowed phonograph records. A week 
before their departure, the family re-
turned to their tiny apartment to find 
the place upended by a last-minute 
KGB raid. Igor’s mother comforted her 
children by saying: ‘‘In a few weeks, we 
will be in America, where this can 
never happen.’’ 

Igor was 14 when they arrived in Cali-
fornia to begin a new life. He entered 
UC Davis, where he quickly rose to 
public prominence after a column he 
had written expressing his libertarian 
views was censored by the politically 
correct apparatchiks on the campus 
newspaper. The irony wasn’t lost on 
anybody, and it became a prominent 
story on northern California talk 
radio. 

That is where I first became aware of 
Igor, and that year, I was fortunate to 
have him work in my State senate of-
fice as an intern. He left to attend law 
school, and when he returned, he did an 
amazing job as my finance director in a 
hard-fought campaign for Congress in 
2008. Hiring him as my chief of staff 
was the easiest decision I have ever 
made in my years in public office. He 
came to Washington at the age of 28— 
I believe the youngest chief of staff 
then serving. 

He has ably run my congressional of-
fice for nearly a decade, and during 
those years, he has assembled the most 
competent team I have ever had the 
honor to serve with. I have found his 
judgment impeccable, his insight keen, 
and his honesty and integrity spotless. 

Charles de Gaulle famously observed 
that the cemeteries are filled with in-
dispensable men, but General de Gaulle 
had never met Igor Birman. I can say 
definitively some people truly are in-
dispensable, and Igor is one of them. 

I am obviously not the only person to 
hold this opinion. The founder of Cable-
vision saw these same qualities in him 
and, beginning next week, he will be 
placing his operations and foundations 
in Igor’s capable hands. 

Igor once ran a very credible race for 
Congress himself, and I hope that he 
will not give up on his ambition to 
serve our Nation. I believe a time may 
be coming when Americans may lose 
the memory of freedom and they will 
need to turn to leaders like Igor for a 
passionate reminder of just how valu-
able a commodity is our freedom. 

‘‘There is a time to every purpose 
under Heaven,’’ and for now the time 
has come for Igor and Kim to enjoy 
their new family, to enjoy the fruits of 
their new labors, and to embark upon a 
promising future together. I wish them 
the very best in their many happy 
years ahead. 

f 

NATIONAL NATIVE AMERICAN 
HERITAGE MONTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. O’HALLERAN) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. O’HALLERAN. Mr. Speaker, 
today is the final day of National Na-
tive American Heritage Month. 

I rise today to honor and celebrate 
the rich history and traditions of Na-
tive Americans and to note the work 
we are doing in Congress to invest in 
infrastructure, education, and 
healthcare across the entire Indian 
Country. 

It is an immense privilege to work 
with Tribal communities across Arizo-
na’s First Congressional District. With 
more than 12 Tribes and nations in my 
district, I see the impact of Native 
American heritage in every town I 
visit, especially their strong commit-
ment to family, community, and tradi-
tions—traditions, by the way, that peo-
ple from all around the world come to 
see every year. 
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It has been inspiring to see the many 

tributes my colleagues have shared 
here with this body throughout the 
month. It underscores the immense and 
immeasurable contributions of Native 
Americans to this country. Yesterday I 
spoke about the Navaho code talkers 
and all the code talkers and the vet-
erans who have come from Native 
American lands. 

As a member of the congressional Na-
tive American Caucus, I am proud to 
work with Tribal leaders to strengthen 
the relationship between our country 
and their sovereign nations. There is a 
great deal to do to ensure rural, Tribal 
communities have access to 21st cen-
tury infrastructure, education, and 
healthcare, but I am confident that the 
work we are doing will make these 
critical investments. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the founding 
principles of this great country is the 
celebration of diversity of its people. 
When we recognize that as a strength, 
we truly are a more perfect union. 

f 

HONORING TROOPER DAMON 
ALLEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. FLORES) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Texas Department of 
Public Safety Trooper Damon Allen of 
Mexia, Texas, who passed away on No-
vember 23, 2017. 

Damon Allen was born in Morgan-
town, Kentucky, on October 4, 1976. His 
family moved to Mexia in 1984, where 
he lived until his passing. 

In 1995, Damon graduated from Mexia 
High School, where he was a member of 
the varsity football team. Damon went 
on to marry his high school sweet-
heart, Kasey Pickett. Happily married 
for nearly 24 years, Kasey and Damon 
had three daughters and a son: Chelsea, 
Kaitlyn, Madison, and Cameron. 
Damon was also the proud grandfather 
to his grandson, Quest. 

After graduating from Mexia High 
School, Damon worked for the Mexia 
State School, a rehabilitation school 
for students with learning impair-
ments. He then worked for the Texas 
Department of Criminal Justice for 5 
years before pursuing his passion to be-
come a Texas DPS State Trooper. 

Damon was an exemplary DPS 
Trooper for 15 years and was known to 
those in his unit as a model gentleman. 
He was fair and polite to all he came in 
contact with, and he treated all around 
him as if they were his life-long 
friends. His calling to serve in law en-
forcement came from a desire to be the 
man who people turn to in their time 
of need. Tragically, he was murdered 
by a criminal while serving the people 
of Texas on Thanksgiving Day. 

In his free time, Damon enjoyed 
hunting, fishing, and off-road driving 
in his Jeep, especially over the dunes 
at the beach. He had a strong faith in 
God, attending both the Cowboy 
Church in Freestone and the First As-
sembly of God Church in Mexia. 

Mr. Speaker, Damon Allen worked 
tirelessly to serve our central Texas 
communities. He is loved, and he has 
certainly left an enduring impression 
on the people of Mexia. He will be for-
ever remembered as a great State 
trooper, a public servant, a community 
member, a husband, a father, a grand-
father, and a friend. 

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest 
and heartfelt condolences to the Allen 
family. We also lift up the family and 
friends of Damon Allen in our prayers. 
I have requested that the United States 
flag be flown over the Capitol to honor 
the life and legacy of DPS Trooper 
Damon Allen. 

As I close today, I urge all Americans 
to continue praying for our country 
during these difficult times, for our 
military men and women who protect 
us from external threats, and for our 
first responders who protect us here at 
home. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Ms. KELLY) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise yet again because Americans are 
dying and this House is doing nothing. 
Correction, we aren’t doing nothing. 
House Republicans are planning to 
make the situation worse. 

Yesterday, the House Judiciary Com-
mittee considered the so-called Con-
cealed Carry Reciprocity Act, which 
should be called the ‘‘Exporting Gun 
Violence Across State Line Act.’’ 

In addition to threatening the safety 
of our communities, this bill, H.R. 38, 
is not only a threat to innocent citi-
zens, but a direct threat to the brave 
men and women who protect and serve 
our communities. 

So far this year, 42 law enforcement 
officers have been shot and killed in 
the United States. 

I come from a law enforcement fam-
ily. I have police officers—uncles, cous-
ins, and nephews—serving in New York 
City and Chicago. I know the fear that 
law enforcement families feel, the con-
stant worry that they may not come 
home, that you might get that call in 
the middle of the night or a knock on 
the door from the police chaplain. 

If this House passes this dangerous 
bill, more law enforcement families 
will get these calls and get these late- 
night visits that no family should ever 
get. 

H.R. 38 is opposed by many law en-
forcement organizations, including the 
International Association of Chiefs of 
Police, the Police Foundation, the Po-
lice Executive Research Forum, Major 
Cities Chiefs Association, the Hispanic 
American Police Command Officers As-
sociation, National Organization of 
Black Law Enforcement Executives, 
National Associations of Women Law 
Enforcement Executives, the Inter-
national Association of Campus Law 
Enforcement Administrators, and 
many others. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter of opposition from the Na-
tional Law Enforcement Partnership to 
Prevent Gun Violence. 

NATIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT PARTNERSHIP 
TO PREVENT GUN VIOLENCE 

STATEMENT OF THE NATIONAL LAW ENFORCE-
MENT PARTNERSHIP TO PREVENT GUN VIO-
LENCE ON THE CONCEALED CARRY RECI-
PROCITY ACT OF 2017—S. 446 & H.R. 38 
WASHINGTON, DC.—The National Law En-

forcement Partnership to Prevent Gun Vio-
lence urges members of Congress to oppose 
both the House and Senate versions of ‘‘Con-
cealed Carry Reciprocity’’—The Concealed 
Carry Reciprocity Act of 2017 (HR. 38), spon-
sored by Representative Richard Hudson (R– 
NC), and The Constitutional Concealed Carry 
Reciprocity Act of 2017 (S. 446), sponsored by 
Senator John Cornyn (R–TX), respectively. 

The National Law Enforcement Partner-
ship to Prevent Gun Violence (the Partner-
ship) includes nine national law enforcement 
organizations dedicated to serving the Na-
tion’s more than 900,000 sworn and civilian 
law enforcement officers, executives, and 
professional staff. 

The Partnership has opposed previous leg-
islative attempts to mandate concealed 
carry reciprocity nationwide because such 
schemes severely undermine successful, well 
established state laws governing carrying 
concealed firearms. 

H.R. 38 and S. 446 would require each 
state—even those with strong permitting 
standards and stringent training require-
ments—to allow anyone to carry a concealed 
firearm so long as the person’s own home 
state allows it. These misguided bills would 
preempt local and state perspectives on 
what’s best for communities by forcing 
states to accept weaker concealed carry 
standards of other states and eliminates 
every state’s ability to determine who may 
exercise the enormous responsibility of car-
rying a firearm, concealed or otherwise. 

Training is a vitally important aspect of 
carrying a concealed firearm. Law enforce-
ment officers are extensively trained to un-
derstand responsible firearm use, including 
making split-second decisions about when 
deadly force is appropriate; they also attend 
periodic in-service training and regularly re-
qualify with their service weapons, most at 
least semi-annually. According to the Bu-
reau of Justice Statistics, states require an 
average 92 hours of firearms skills and judg-
ment training before certifying someone to 
carry a gun as a police officer. While a ma-
jority of states require a minimum number 
of hours of training to be eligible for civilian 
concealed firearm permits, several states do 
not require any training at all to carry a 
firearm in public. No state should be forced 
to accept a person carrying a concealed fire-
arm who has not received gun safety train-
ing. 

In addition, during public contacts, police 
officers will face the daunting task of 
verifying the validity of different carry per-
mits from the states that issue them. Twelve 
states require no permit whatsoever to carry 
a concealed gun, taking away an officer’s 
ability to determine if a person is carrying 
legally. Reciprocity would leave law enforce-
ment helpless to keep guns out of the wrong 
hands when a person claims ‘‘constitutional 
carry’’ authority. This obvious step in the 
wrong direction would sow chaos and uncer-
tainty, making a cop’s job harder and citi-
zens less safe. Under the House bill (H.R. 38), 
attempting to verify a permit or identifica-
tion card comes with potential legal liability 
for law enforcement, an outrageous outcome 
for an officer trying to protect his or her 
community. 
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The complete lack of consistent training 

standards, the different standards for identi-
fying individuals that are too dangerous to 
carry, the uncertainty of a document’s valid-
ity, and the exposure of agencies and police 
officers to civil liability create unacceptable 
risks to our nation’s 900,000 police officers 
and the public at large. We reject the idea 
that one state’s approach to carrying a con-
cealed firearm will work across the country. 
States and localities should maintain their 
rights to legislate concealed carry laws that 
best meet the needs of their citizens. 

The National Law Enforcement Partner-
ship to Prevent Gun Violence urges you to 
respect and defend state laws while pro-
tecting and supporting our nation’s police of-
ficers by opposing H.R. 38 and S. 446. Thank 
you for your support. 

The Partnership Includes: Hispanic Amer-
ican Police Command Officers Association 
(HAPCOA), International Association of 
Campus Law Enforcement Administrators 
(IACLEA), International Association of 
Chiefs of Police (IACP), Major Cities Chiefs 
Association (MCCA), National Association of 
Women Law Enforcement Executives 
(NAWLEE), National Organization of Black 
Law Enforcement Executives (NOBLE), Po-
lice Executive Research Forum (PERF), Po-
lice Foundation (PF). 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
the letter, in part, states that the bill 
will create unacceptable risk to our 
Nation’s 900,000 police officers and the 
public at large. 

The Fraternal Order of Police has 
come out in opposition to a similar bill 
in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, the police are telling us 
that it is dangerous to them and the 
public safety at large. 

So why is the majority pushing it so 
hard? 

Because, once again, the majority is 
putting the NRA’s agenda above the 
lives of Americans and our law enforce-
ment officers. This is simply unaccept-
able. 

Why are we considering a bill that 
puts our officers at greater risk? Why 
should we take up legislation that we 
know will increase the number of gun 
deaths, including among law enforce-
ment officers? Why would we make a 
dangerous job more dangerous just to 
satisfy the NRA? 

Why is it cosponsored by one of my 
colleagues who demanded that a paint-
ing be taken down for disrespecting law 
enforcement, but he is willing to co-
sponsor a bill that puts their lives at 
greater risk? 

I guess it is easier to complain about 
a picture than stand up to the NRA. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, the NRA’s 
checks are influencing this House. The 
victims of gun violence should matter 
more than their dollars. 

Dollar 209, Deputy Sheriff Robert 
French, end of watch, August 30, 2017; 

Dollar 210, Officer Miguel Moreno, 
end of watch, June 30, 2017; 

Dollar 211, Trooper Joel Davis, end of 
watch, July 9, 2017; 

Dollar 212, Agent Roberto Medina- 
Mariani, end of watch, September 11, 
2017; 

Dollar 213, Captain Bryon K. 
Dickson, II, end of watch, September 
12, 2014; 

Dollar 214, Special Agent Michael T. 
Walter, end of watch, May 27, 2017; 

Dollar 215, Corporal Stephen J. 
Ballard, end of watch, April 26, 2017; 

Dollar 216, Officer Miosotis Familia, 
end of watch, July 5, 2017; 

Dollar 217, Lieutenant Kevin 
Mainhart, end of watch, May 11, 2017; 

Dollar 218, Lieutenant Patrick 
Weatherford, end of watch, June 12, 
2017; 

Dollar 219, Sergeant Richard ‘‘Sam’’ 
Howard, end of watch, August 19, 2017. 
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Dollar 220, Deputy Sheriff Mason 
Moore, end of watch, May 16, 2017; 

Dollar 221, Chief Steven Eric DiSario, 
end of watch, May 12, 2017; 

Dollar 222, Master Sergeant Debra 
Clayton, end of watch, January 9, 2017; 

Dollar 223, Deputy Sheriff William 
Durr, end of watch, May 27, 2017; 

Dollar 224, Officer Eric G. Kelly, end 
of watch, April 4, 2009; 

Dollar 225, Officer Gary Michael, end 
of watch, August 6, 2017; 

Dollar 226, Corrections Officer Curtis 
Billue, end of watch, June 13, 2017; 

Dollar 227, Agent Benjamin De los 
Santos-Barbosa, end of watch, April 21, 
2017. 

Mr. Speaker, I will jump to dollar 
234, Trooper Damon Allen, whom we 
just heard about, end of watch, Novem-
ber 23, 2017. 

We cannot let this bill pass. If we 
pass H.R. 38, that number will, trag-
ically, grow. 

Dollar 228, Officer Sean Clark, end of 
watch, March 31, 2007; 

Dollar 229, Deputy Sheriff David Wade, end 
of watch, April 18, 2017; 

Dollar 230, Lieutenant Aaron Allan, end of 
watch, July 27, 2017; 

Dollar 231, Assistant Chief Deputy Clinton 
Greenwood, end of watch, April 3, 2017; 

Dollar 232, Deputy Sheriff Mark Burbridge, 
end of watch, May 1, 2017; 

Dollar 233, Officer Justin Terney, end of 
watch, March 27, 2017; 

Dollar 235, Officer Alyn Beck, end of watch, 
June 8, 2014; 

Dollar 236, Detective Sean Suiter, end of 
watch, November 16, 2017; 

Dollar 237, Officer Justice Leo, end of 
watch, October 21, 2017; 

Dollar 238, Officer Marcus McNeil, end of 
watch, October 13, 2017; 

Dollar 239, Officer Stephen Mayhle, end of 
watch, April 4, 2009; 

Dollar 240, Officer Floyd East, Jr., end of 
watch, October 9, 2017; 

Dollar 241, Corporal Michael Paul Middle-
brook, end of watch, October 1, 2017; 

Dollar 242, Detective Kristen Hearne, end of 
watch, September 29, 2017; 

Dollar 243, Officer Igor Soldo, end of watch, 
June 8, 2014; 

Dollar 244, Officer Matthew Baxter, end of 
watch, August 18, 2017; 

Dollar 245, Officer Paul Sciullo, end of 
watch, April 4, 2009; 

Dollar 246, Officer Deriek W. Crouse, end of 
watch, December 8, 2011; 

Dollar 247, Deputy Sheriff Dwight Darwin 
Maness, end of watch, September 14, 2015; 

Dollar 248, Officer Jeff Shelton, end of 
watch, March 31, 2007; 

Dollar 249, Officer Thor Odin Soderberg, 
end of watch, July 7, 2010; 

Dollar 250, Officer Brian David Shaw, end of 
watch, November 17, 2017. 

Every year, more and more officers die from 
guns in the line of duty. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MASTER SERGEANT 
GILBERT HOWLAND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize Master Sergeant Gil-
bert Howland of Langhorne, Pennsyl-
vania, one of my constituents and a 
member of Merrill’s Marauders. 

Merrill’s Marauders was a top-secret 
unit of commandos who served behind 
Japanese lines in Burma, China, and 
India during World War II. The men of 
this magnificent unit volunteered to 
serve and faced some of the most vi-
cious and consistent fighting of the 
war. Their commitment to service 
stands as a profound example of sac-
rifice for our Nation. 

Master Sergeant Howland was an 
NCO in charge of 16 men and two heavy 
weapons in this unit. After being dis-
charged in 1945, Ranger Howland did 
not sit idly by. Instead, he reenlisted 
to serve in Korea and for two tours in 
Vietnam. 

Mr. Speaker, Master Sergeant 
Howland and the rest of the brave men 
in Merrill’s Marauders should be recog-
nized. I am proud to support H.R. 667, 
which seeks to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to World War II’s 
Merrill’s Marauders. 

f 

WHAT MY CONSTITUENTS EXPECT 
OF ME 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise because I love my country. 

I rise, Mr. Speaker, because I refuse 
to stand idly by as a billionaire bigot 
does irreparable harm to my country— 
a billionaire bigot who tolerates the 
KKK but won’t tolerate Islam; a bil-
lionaire bigot who tolerates anti-Semi-
tism, racism, sexism, ethnocentrism, 
xenophobia, and homophobia. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know what the 
consequences will be, but I do know 
this: the people who sent me here sent 
me to this Congress to fight hate, not 
to tolerate, not to mitigate, but to 
eliminate hate. The people I represent 
have an expectation of me. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know what the 
vote will be, but I do know this: Next 
week, there will be a vote to impeach. 
Next week, there will be a resolution 
brought before the Congress, and there 
will be a vote to either table it, send it 
to committee, or vote it up or down. 

That is what the people I represent 
expect me to do, and I will do no less. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 
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NATIONAL ADOPTION MONTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. HILL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today, 
during National Adoption Month, to 
encourage adoption and improvements 
in our foster care system across this 
land. Currently, there are roughly 
428,000 children in America’s foster 
care system, and nearly 112,000 of those 
children are waiting to be adopted into 
safe, permanent, and loving families. 

According to Arkansas State data, 
the number of foster youth has out-
paced the number of spots available in 
foster homes by over 1,200 children. Or-
ganizations around the State have been 
at the forefront of recruitment efforts 
for our foster families. 

One such organization is The CALL, 
locally directed by Lauri Currier. She 
notes that a stable, loving home can 
make a huge difference in a child’s life, 
specifically with regard to escaping the 
grasp of neglect and abuse. 

I am proud to work with our major-
ity leader, Mr. MCCARTHY, and my col-
leagues on the Congressional Caucus on 
Foster Youth to shed light on the per-
petuation of poverty and dysfunction 
in our current system. We all must 
continue to work together and move 
forward in addressing our foster care 
system, and I emphasize Ms. Currier’s 
statement on the importance of a lov-
ing home for every child. 

HONORING JUDGE TOM EISELE 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 

to honor the life and legacy of one of 
our Nation’s great lawyers and judges 
and, for me, a mentor and a great fam-
ily friend, District Court Judge Tom 
Eisele, who passed away this past Sun-
day at the age of 94. 

Tom faithfully served our Nation as a 
private in the Army in World War II; as 
an adviser to Governor Winthrop 
Rockefeller in the 1990s; and for the 
past 41 years as a member of the Fed-
eral judiciary, following his appoint-
ment by President Nixon in 1970. 

During his career, Judge Eisele was 
named Best District Court Judge in the 
Eighth Circuit by The American Law-
yer and Outstanding Federal Judge by 
the Association of Trial Lawyers of 
America. He was a role model and a 
friend to many across the State of Ar-
kansas and our Nation. 

I extend my respect, affection, and 
prayers to his friends, family, and 
loved ones. 

LOVE LITTLE ROCK INITIATIVE 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 

to recognize the Little Rock Regional 
Chamber of Commerce’s ‘‘Love Little 
Rock’’ initiative. 

This initiative is intended to both at-
tract new business and encourage resi-
dents to become ‘‘Love Little Rock’’ 
ambassadors by sharing their pride 
using the #lovelittlerock hashtag. 

As a part of the campaign, the Little 
Rock Regional Chamber created the 
lovelittlerock.org website to highlight 
the numerous advantages of doing busi-

ness in Arkansas’ capital city. Led by 
Jay Chesshir, president and CEO of the 
Little Rock Regional Chamber, and 
Mayor Mark Stodola, this initiative is 
a powerful instrument for community 
development and business recruitment. 
Mayor Stodola proclaimed October 19 
as Love Little Rock Day. 

I extend my thanks to the city of 
Little Rock for spearheading this cam-
paign. As a native son, I am proud to 
‘‘Love Little Rock.’’ 

f 

HAITI’S TEMPORARY PROTECTED 
STATUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. CLARKE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to voice my out-
rage over the administration’s uncon-
scionable decision to terminate Haiti’s 
temporary protected status designa-
tion on July 22, 2019. 

This decision, which came just days 
before Thanksgiving, will force over 
50,000 Haitians to return to a country 
that is still struggling to recover from 
the devastating effects of the 2010 
earthquake and reeling from a cholera 
epidemic and food insecurity caused by 
Hurricane Matthew that decimated 
Haiti’s agricultural sector. 

Although Haiti has made extraor-
dinary strides to overcome the impact 
of the deadly earthquake and subse-
quent events, including the cholera epi-
demic, food insecurity crisis, and Hur-
ricanes Matthew, Irma, and Maria, it 
has killed over 10,000 people and ham-
pered the recovery efforts. 

The devastation of these events 
should have made the decision to redes-
ignate Haiti for 18 months without set-
ting an end date an easy call, a no- 
brainer. However, last week’s disas-
trous decision to terminate Haiti’s 
TPS status did not occur in a vacuum. 

In the past few weeks alone, this ad-
ministration has also announced its de-
cision to terminate temporary pro-
tected status for Nicaragua and Sudan. 
These actions demonstrate the admin-
istration’s clear departure from the bi-
partisan consensus that has always 
surrounded the TPS program which ex-
ists to protect human life. Instead, this 
administration has chosen to sow fear 
and division in our society to distract 
from its failed policies that benefit the 
wealthy at the expense of the vast ma-
jority of Americans. 

Faced with this clear and credible 
threat, we must come together to pass 
bipartisan legislation that protects all 
TPS-eligible individuals from being 
forced to return home to countries ex-
periencing famine, natural disaster, 
and outright civil war. That is why I 
have worked with Representatives ROS- 
LEHTINEN and JAYAPAL to introduce 
the bipartisan ASPIRE-TPS Act, which 
would provide meaningful protections 
to all TPS-eligible individuals. 

I urge my colleagues in this body to 
cosponsor our legislation. I also urge 
House leadership to bring it to the 

floor for a vote as soon as possible so 
that we can grant meaningful protec-
tion to the 300,000 TPS-eligible individ-
uals at risk of being sent back to life- 
threatening conditions abroad. Now is 
the time to act for the sake of 300,000 
TPS-eligible individuals and our stand-
ing in the world. 

f 

CIA RELEASES DOCUMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ZELDIN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, the 
Trump administration recently made 
the important decision to release hun-
dreds of thousands of documents in the 
possession of the CIA which were found 
in the May 2011 raid on Osama bin 
Laden’s compound in Pakistan. These 
documents reveal a much more inti-
mate relationship between Iran and al- 
Qaida than previously suspected. 

While it will take time to analyze the 
extent of the 470,000 documents, some 
important conclusions can already be 
made: 

The Obama administration selec-
tively released 571 of these documents 
during his term, none of which identi-
fied the significant relationship be-
tween Iran and al-Qaida. 

While President Obama claimed al- 
Qaida was ‘‘on the path to defeat,’’ 
these documents showcase al-Qaida 
strategically reorganizing its oper-
ational base. One of these documents 
describes Iran as al-Qaida’s ‘‘main ar-
tery for funds, personnel, and commu-
nications,’’ and instructs members to 
‘‘refrain from attacking Iran and de-
vote your total resources . . . to the 
fight against the crusaders and the 
apostates.’’ 

On the one hand, al-Qaida would pub-
licly declare all Shiites to be apos-
tates; on the other hand, internal de-
liberations by the organization called 
for a transactional relationship with 
the mullahs of Tehran. 

Another finding in a 19-page docu-
ment written by senior al-Qaida opera-
tive Abu Hafs al-Mauritani outlines a 
detailed arrangement between al-Qaida 
and Iran. The relationship between al- 
Qaida and Iran was based on their mu-
tual hatred of the United States. Iran 
agreed to provide shelter, financial 
support, and coordinate efforts with al- 
Qaida across the region. 

In this document, a senior al-Qaida 
operative confirms that Iran and al- 
Qaida’s ‘‘interests intersect.’’ He goes 
so far as to describe the Iranian regime 
as ‘‘the best example . . . of prag-
matism in politics. Anyone who wants 
to strike America, Iran is ready to sup-
port them with money and arms and 
all that is required as long as they are 
not directly and clearly implicated.’’ 

Iran offered al-Qaida everything it 
needed, including ‘‘money, arms,’’ and 
‘‘training in Hezbollah camps in Leb-
anon, in exchange for attacking U.S. 
interests in Saudi Arabia and the 
Gulf.’’ 
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Al-Qaida operatives were safeguarded 

in Iran, with the consent of the mili-
tary. In fact, the 9/11 Commission re-
port confirms that 8 out of the 14 hi-
jackers passed through Iran during the 
period from October 2000 to February 
2001. 
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Iranian intelligence facilitated the 
travel of some operatives with visas 
while sheltering others. In these docu-
ments, there is even a wedding video of 
bin Laden’s son with al-Qaida members 
in attendance in—you guessed it—Iran. 

As Sun Tzu famously said in ‘‘The 
Art of War’’: ‘‘The enemy of my enemy 
is my friend.’’ We are their shared 
enemy. 

It is shameful that the Obama admin-
istration deliberately withheld this in-
formation. If these files exposing Iran’s 
outreach and association with al-Qaida 
had been released, support for the Iran 
nuclear deal would have eroded even 
further, and rightfully so. 

Since the JCPOA was entered into, 
Iranian aggression in the Middle East, 
including Iraq and Syria and elsewhere, 
has only increased. These bad activi-
ties have only gotten worse. Now it is 
even clearer why that is. 

Any terrorist group that wants to at-
tack U.S. interests will have Iran’s fi-
nancial and material support. By pro-
viding Iran with $150 billion sanctions 
relief, we are giving Iran the resources 
it needs to carry out its bad activities 
threatening the United States and our 
allies. 

While we already know of Iran’s close 
ties with Hezbollah and political influ-
ence in Iraq, these documents exhibit 
the extensive reach that Iran has in 
the region. Keeping these documents 
hidden from the general public while 
the JCPOA was being debated and ap-
proved was blatant politicization of in-
telligence, and it was totally reprehen-
sible. 

Thankfully, the current administra-
tion has released these documents to 
let the American public know the 
truth. I commend the CIA Director, our 
former colleague in this House, Mike 
Pompeo, who has hit the ground run-
ning as the new CIA Director and made 
the bold decision to take these 470,000 
documents and release them for the 
American public and for the world to 
see. They shouldn’t have been hidden 
in the first place. They should not have 
been hidden for so long. Now we can 
know the truth of the relationship that 
absolutely existed between Iran and al- 
Qaida. 

I encourage my colleagues to view 
these documents. I encourage the 
media to view these documents for the 
American public and the international 
community. 

I thank, again, the administration 
for their leadership in this very impor-
tant decision. 

DECRYING GRADUATE STUDENTS’ 
TUITION ASSISTANCE CLASSI-
FIED AS TAXABLE INCOME 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to decry a provision in this tax 
bill that would amount to shocking tax 
increases of thousands of dollars for 
struggling graduate students by reclas-
sifying their tuition assistance as tax-
able income. 

These students provide research and 
teaching services as work to offset tui-
tion. I mean, we are talking about as-
sistants in the dorms, teaching assist-
ants for undergraduate courses, re-
searchers in laboratories—all who con-
tribute to universities for quite modest 
stipends and tuition credits to avoid 
going further into debt and to support 
themselves while completing their 
master’s degrees and Ph.D.’s. 

Taxing this so-called income would 
impose a profoundly negative impact 
on education. Schools across the coun-
try could lose half their current grad-
uate students, and it would diminish 
the number of students who would even 
consider graduate school in the future. 

Mr. Speaker, what is to become of 
the vital research and development in 
the fields of medicine and engineering 
and agriculture and information tech-
nology—things that have led to innova-
tion and invention, things that have 
truly made America great—with this 
tax provision? 

An example from my very own alma 
mater, Marquette University, raises 
the problems with parents. There is a 
maintenance mechanic who has three— 
three, triplets—college-age students. 
He receives $40,000 of tuition assistance 
for each of these students. I mean, for 
real, Mr. Speaker, we are going to 
deem $120,000 income to this mainte-
nance person? 

Be for real. My constituent, Tim, 
writes: 

As a graduate student in the third year of 
a Ph.D. program, I am married, have a 4- 
month-old. My wife works full time as a high 
school teacher. My research focuses on inves-
tigating how persons who have suffered from 
a neurological disease such as a stroke or 
spinal cord injury are able to move. This tui-
tion waiver is the only reason I can afford 
graduate school and do the research I am 
doing to help the disabled. 

If this becomes taxable income, my wife 
and I would move into a higher tax bracket, 
and my tax liability would increase roughly 
40 percent, without a single dime of an in-
crease in income with which I could pay 
that. This equals roughly $1,300 per month of 
taxes. 

At the University of Wisconsin-Mil-
waukee, also in my district, graduate 
student Shandra is finishing her mas-
ter’s in library and information 
science. Under the Republican House 
bill, Shandra’s income, in the eyes of 
the government, would effectively dou-
ble. 

Now, you know, doubling the stand-
ard deduction, letting people file on a 
postcard will not offset the draconian 

tax cuts that these graduate students 
would experience. Taxing tuition cred-
its would hurt lower and middle class, 
hardworking citizens who rely on this 
benefit to help them and their families 
achieve the American Dream. 

I urge my colleagues and people in 
the public, Mr. Speaker, not to fall for 
this trick, and I urge my colleagues in 
the Senate to oppose this harmful bill. 

f 

RHONEYMEADE SCULPTURE 
GARDEN & ARBORETUM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, earlier this week, I had 
the opportunity to visit a true gem in 
Centre County, Pennsylvania: 
Rhoneymeade. 

Rhoneymeade is a sculpture garden 
and arboretum farm, a historical site 
located between the Nittany and 
Tussey Mountains. The Rhone family 
owned this property for four genera-
tions, from 1794 to 1937. The land was 
settled in 1794 when Michael Rhone 
purchased the farmland from the 
Straub family, who received a grant of 
the land from the Penn family. 

Third-generation Leonard Rhone was 
an important leader in the Grange 
movement in Pennsylvania. Many of 
the ideas for the movement were devel-
oped in the historic 1853 farmhouse 
that still sits on the property today. 

Leonard Rhone founded the Grange 
Fair in 1874, the annual fair and camp-
ing event that remains a staple in the 
region. The fair is a proud Centre 
County tradition, much like 
Rhoneymeade. Rhoneymeade’s slogan 
is: ‘‘Where art and nature meet.’’ 

That rings true, thanks to the works 
of Dr. Richard Morgan, a retired Penn 
State professor who purchased the 
property in 1984. Over several years, he 
transformed the grounds into an arbo-
retum and sculpture garden. Dr. Mor-
gan fell in love with Rhoneymeade: its 
historic home, views of Penns Valley, 
some of the oldest trees in central 
Pennsylvania. He restored the house on 
the property and landscaped the six 
surrounding acres. In 1985, the house 
was placed on the National Register of 
Historic Places. 

In 1989, Dr. Morgan established 
Rhoneymeade as a private foundation 
with a mission to ‘‘preserve our farm, 
fields, and forest; to create an oasis of 
beauty, both natural and man-made; 
and to share this with all who wish to 
come.’’ 

Rhoneymeade has shared with the 
community and was shared with the 
community. In 1992, Dr. Morgan opened 
the property to visitors on select week-
ends. Since Dr. Morgan’s death in 2015, 
Rhoneymeade is working towards be-
coming a public nonprofit organiza-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, the property has thor-
oughly been cared for for more than 200 
years, the 150 acres of breathtaking 
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land and its history that has been kept 
alive by the families who have owned it 
and, now, by all those who visit it. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 54 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Pastor Jon Lands, Fellowship Baptist 
Church, Vienna, West Virginia, offered 
the following prayer: 

Lord God, I thank You for Your hand 
of providence that has guided our Na-
tion and protected us over these past 
241 years. We are thankful for those 
who have gone before us and paid the 
price for our freedom from tyranny. 

Recognizing Your blessing in our his-
tory, we now ask for Your continued 
favor and grace. We ask that You will 
protect those who even now place 
themselves in harm’s way to preserve 
the liberty of our land. 

I especially thank You for these dedi-
cated men and women who gather 
today to do our Nation’s business. We 
pray for all in authority that we may 
live in peace, and we ask You to lead 
this Congress to follow Your instruc-
tion given to the prophet Micah: To do 
justice, to love mercy, and walk hum-
bly with You. 

These things we pray in Jesus’ name. 
Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from California (Mr. PANETTA) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. PANETTA led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING PASTOR JON LANDS 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
MCKINLEY) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am 

honored to introduce today’s guest 
chaplain from Vienna, West Virginia, 
Pastor Jon Lands. Since taking over as 
senior pastor of Fellowship Baptist 
Church in 1996, he has led the church 
through a period of tremendous 
growth. Attendance numbers have 
risen from 65 to approximately 740 with 
a membership of over 1,200. This is a 
testament to his dedication to faith-
fully serving our community. 

He took his ministry to new heights 
when he started PraiseFM radio, 
FaithTalk 1450, and the Word for Life, 
a daily and weekly radio program now 
heard on 150 radio stations across the 
United States and two international 
stations. 

His service to the community doesn’t 
stop at the church’s door. He is a mem-
ber of the executive board of directors 
for the Wood County Christian School, 
a member of the board for the Family 
Policy Council, and serves on the board 
of the Women’s Care Center of Mid- 
Ohio Valley, a crisis pregnancy center 
dedicated to offering alternatives to 
abortion and adoption services. 

A husband and father of four, he is 
also a noted author, having written 
‘‘Be Still: God’s Strategy for Seren-
ity,’’ and ‘‘Life on the Level: The Bal-
anced Christian Life.’’ 

I am honored to welcome Pastor 
Lands to the House of Representatives. 
He is a dedicated leader in the Parkers-
burg community, and his service to 
others is inspirational. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
today to welcome Pastor Lands. May 
God bless him, our Nation, and the 
church family at Fellowship Baptist 
Church. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARSHALL). The Chair will entertain 
up to 15 further requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

AMBASSADOR HALEY’S STERN 
WARNING TO NORTH KOREA 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on Tuesday, North Korea, 
ruled by a tyrannical dictator, tested 
an intercontinental ballistic missile 
that may have the capacity to reach 
the United States. 

North Korea’s latest nuclear missile 
test was its most provocative to date, 
putting American families at risk of 
nuclear attack, in addition to the fami-
lies of South Korea and Japan, with 
also a threat to China and Russia of re-
gional chaos. 

During an emergency meeting of the 
United Nations Security Council, Am-
bassador Nikki Haley issued a stern 
warning to North Korea: ‘‘We have 

never sought war with North Korea, 
and still today we do not seek it. If war 
comes, it will be because of the contin-
ued acts of aggression like we wit-
nessed yesterday.’’ 

Ambassador Nikki Haley was abso-
lutely right when she urged China and 
its President, Xi Jinping, to do more to 
stop North Korea from pushing the 
world closer to a nuclear war. 

Ambassador Haley and President 
Donald Trump are promoting peace 
through strength to keep American 
families safe, and we should support 
the call for China to cut off oil to 
North Korea. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

THE TAX SCAM 
(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, Franklin 
Roosevelt was a great President of the 
United States. He said once: ‘‘The test 
of our progress is not whether we add 
more to the abundance of those who 
have much, it is whether we provide 
enough for those who have too little.’’ 
That is still true today for people who 
follow morality and Judeo-Christian 
thought. 

Yesterday in Missouri, the President 
said that the tax bill, which is in the 
Senate now—and unfortunately passed 
this House—would not benefit him at 
all. He said: Believe me, it won’t ben-
efit me. 

You can’t believe that. It benefits the 
billionaires, the millionaires, and the 
wealthy, and that is what it is about. 
The disparity in wealth in this country 
is growing and growing, and we can’t 
continue to have that. The middle class 
needs major tax relief, and the wealthy 
don’t. We could draw a bill to do that, 
and we could do it together. 

Our country is in danger. We need 
more help in the inner cities to fight 
crime. We need help all over to fight 
against natural disasters. People all 
over our country need help. 

As Paul Simon said: A nation turns 
its lonely eyes to you. JEFF FLAKE, BOB 
CORKER, and JOHN MCCAIN, save Amer-
ica. 

f 

RECOGNIZING BILL GIBBS FROM 
SPRINGPORT, MICHIGAN 

(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Bill Gibbs from 
Springport, Michigan, and congratu-
late him for being named Jackson 
County Veteran of the Year. 

A few weeks ago, I had the privilege 
of meeting Bill at VFW Post 6056 dur-
ing their Veterans Day ceremony. It 
was a special evening with a room full 
of heroes, none more so than Bill. 

When our country called during the 
Vietnam war, Bill answered with tre-
mendous bravery. For his heroism in 
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harm’s way, Bill was awarded the Pur-
ple Heart, four Bronze Stars with valor 
device, and a number of other service 
medals. 

Over the years, Bill has done it all at 
Post 6056, including serving as post 
commander, trustee, post historian, 
and quartermaster for 33 years. When 
called upon, he performs as an honor 
guard member at military funerals in 
the community. 

Mr. Speaker, for all this and much 
more, Bill is incredibly deserving of 
the Veteran of the Year award, and our 
Nation is eternally grateful for his 
service and sacrifice. Thank you, Bill 
Gibbs, and welcome home. 

f 

SEXUAL HARASSMENT TRAINING 

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day this House took a step to establish 
and maintain an environment where 
sexual harassment and discrimination 
is neither tolerated nor swept under 
the rug. 

When I got here a year ago, I was sur-
prised that there was no antisexual 
harassment training that was man-
dated. In every professional position 
that I have held, there always was this 
type of training. In the Navy, as a law 
student, and as a prosecutor, 
antisexual harassment training was a 
given. 

So this month—before yesterday—I 
had an ethics attorney come into my 
office and conduct that type of training 
with my entire D.C. staff. I am proud 
to have done that. I am proud to be an 
original cosponsor, and I voted for the 
legislation yesterday which makes 
antisexual harassment training manda-
tory in all offices for all Members and 
their employees. 

Although this bill should have been 
passed a long time ago, it is a small 
step in the right direction in the large 
fight against sexual harassment, and I 
look forward to being a part of that 
fight. 

f 

WORLD AIDS DAY 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
December 1 is World AIDS Day, so we 
celebrate our many accomplishments 
in the fight against HIV/AIDS around 
the globe. 

As Americans, we can look back and 
be proud that our Nation has been a 
transformative force in the global fight 
against AIDS and a ray of hope for mil-
lions of lives around the world. 

Globally, our efforts through pro-
grams like PEPFAR are currently sup-
porting treatments for more than 1 
million people and have averted more 
than 16 million HIV infections around 
the world. However, there is still much 

work to be done. Currently, more than 
36 million people in the world are liv-
ing with HIV, and nearly 1,000 girls are 
infected with HIV every day. 

Mr. Speaker, December 1, World 
AIDS Day, reminds us to redouble our 
efforts on behalf of those suffering 
from this terrible disease. Now more 
than ever, it is essential that we re-
main committed to creating a future 
without HIV/AIDS. 

f 

REPUBLICAN TAX SCAM 

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, it 
is fact: the Republican tax scam is an 
attack on America’s senior citizens. 
According to the AARP, 5.2 million 
senior citizens, many on fixed incomes, 
will see a tax hike under the Repub-
lican bill. Meanwhile, over 60 percent 
of the tax benefits go to the top 1 per-
cent. 

Plus, the bill will trigger an auto-
matic cut to Medicare—$25 billion in 
2018 alone. In 2019, Americans 50 to 64 
years old buying health insurance 
through the individual market will see 
their premiums increase $1,500 on aver-
age, according to the AARP. For the 
first time, the bill changes the way So-
cial Security COLA is calculated, re-
ducing Social Security benefits. 

Seniors lose in the Republican tax 
bill, and so does pretty much every-
body else. Who wins? Millionaires, bil-
lionaires, and the wealthiest corpora-
tions. We should say no to the Repub-
lican tax scam. Americans deserve a 
better deal. 

f 

TERROR ATTACK IN EGYPT 

(Mr. BUDD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, just last 
week, Egypt experienced the worst ter-
ror attack in its country’s history. Is-
lamic terrorists set off explosives that 
took over 300 innocent lives and in-
jured over 100 more. 

What made this tragedy even worse 
is that it happened at a place of wor-
ship in the northern Sinai region. In 
their effort to wreak havoc on the Mid-
dle East and other parts of the world, 
the Islamic State and other terror 
groups have targeted Christians, Jews, 
and Muslims. 

President Trump was right to say, 
after the attack in Egypt, that we 
should strengthen our efforts to defeat 
terrorism and extremism in all of its 
forms. In the past year, we have made 
progress in deterring the Islamic 
State’s so-called caliphate in Syria and 
in Iraq, and while their shadow in 
those two countries isn’t nearly what 
it was a couple of years ago, this 
doesn’t mean a radical Islamic insur-
gency won’t remain in that area. 

Mr. Speaker, if military progress 
isn’t coupled with a thought-out strat-
egy of reconstruction, a vacuum will be 

left for these groups to return. As the 
beacon of freedom around the world, 
the United States must stay vigilant in 
our ongoing war on terror. 

f 

THE TAX BILL 

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, the 
President said yesterday that these 
massive tax cuts for corporate America 
will be rocket fuel for the economy— 
rocket fuel for corporate America and 
for the Trump empire for certain, and a 
rocket-fueled hit to the heart of middle 
America for sure. 

If you are in college and you are try-
ing to become better and self-sufficient 
to thrive in the global economy, you 
are getting a big tax hike. If you have 
a medical illness that you were born 
into and your costs exceed your insur-
ance coverage, you will be getting a big 
tax hike. If you are 1 of 13 million 
Americans to lose your healthcare cov-
erage and the millions more who will 
see their premiums explode because 
congressional Republicans needed an-
other $300 billion for their deficit-ex-
ploding corporate tax cuts, you will be 
taking a big hit on top of a big tax 
hike. 

Mr. Speaker, this tax cut bill is a 
massive takeaway from middle Amer-
ica and a massive giveaway to cor-
porate America. The deficit will rise by 
$1.5 trillion, and both the Congres-
sional Budget Office and the Joint 
Committee on Taxation confirmed 
that, in less than 10 years, Americans 
making between $40,000 and $50,000 will 
pay $5.3 billion more in taxes. 

f 

b 1215 

RECOGNIZING RECIPIENTS OF THE 
2017 MONTANA CONGRESSIONAL 
VETERAN COMMENDATION 

(Mr. GIANFORTE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Montana veterans 
who have served our country and con-
tinue their service in our communities. 

I recently asked Montanans to nomi-
nate a veteran for the 2017 Montana 
Congressional Veteran Commendation, 
a tribute to recognize those who have 
served honorably in uniform and in our 
communities. The response from Mon-
tanans was overwhelming. Fourteen 
veterans are receiving the 2017 Mon-
tana Congressional Veteran Com-
mendation: 

Richard Allgood of Big Sky; 
Gene Bell of Belgrade; 
William Charles of De Borgia; 
Richard Gale of Bozeman; 
Gary Germundson of Scobey; 
Theron Gertz of Butte; 
Michael Lawson of Butte; 
Phillip Lyons of Butte; 
Daniel Ritter of Bozeman; 
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Frank Stoltz of Miles City; 
Kevin Strickler of Belgrade; 
Kyle Sukhbir of Livingston; 
Loice Trotter of Libby; 
Stanley Watson of Forsyth. 
On behalf of all Montanans, I thank 

the recipients of the 2017 Montana Con-
gressional Veteran Commendation for 
their sacrifices and selfless service. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE LIFE OF 
JERLINE HARVEY 

(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the life of my 
friend, Jerline Harvey of Forest Hill, 
Texas. 

Since making Forest Hill her home 
in 1975, Jerline was a true champion for 
the improvement of the city. Among 
her many accomplishments, she was 
the first Black female elected to the 
Forest Hill City Council. She played a 
critical role in establishing the first li-
brary in Forest Hill, serving as its first 
librarian and also on the board of di-
rectors. 

During her tenure serving on the 
board, Jerline coordinated the pur-
chase of over five acres of land for the 
library district, and dedicated the For-
est Hill Community Garden in 2011. 

Jerline also made a mark in the com-
munity by operating and serving as the 
community outreach coordinator for 
the food bank at the Love Sanctuary 
Church of God in Christ for 15 years. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
honor of her life. While the community 
will be sad that we are losing Jerline, 
I know that she is probably happy right 
now with Coach Harvey in Heaven. 

I want to thank her for being the 
driving voice to help get that library 
created. When I see those kids on the 
computers in the library reading those 
books and having a good time, I think 
of Jerline and her vision of Forest Hill 
having their own library. 

f 

RECOGNIZING FSU PRESIDENT 
JOHN THRASHER 

(Mr. DUNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a decorated combat vet-
eran and distinguished public servant 
as one of the newest inductees into the 
Florida Veterans’ Hall of Fame. 

This week, Governor Rick Scott and 
the Florida Department of Veterans’ 
Affairs honored John Thrasher for his 
continued commitment to the State of 
Florida. 

John currently serves as the presi-
dent of Florida State University, where 
he earned his bachelor’s and law de-
grees. John joined the United States 
Army after graduating from FSU and 
went on to receive two Bronze Stars 
while serving in Vietnam, eventually 
earning the rank of captain. 

He has been an advocate for veterans 
throughout his entire life, especially 
while serving as the speaker of the 
house in Florida and later as senator. 
Under his leadership as president, FSU 
has become one of the top universities 
in the Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in con-
gratulating FSU President John 
Thrasher for being inducted into the 
Florida Veterans’ Hall of Fame and 
thanking him for his continued service 
to our veterans. 

f 

MILITARY OPERATIONS IN 
SOMALIA 

(Ms. LEE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
sound the alarm about our deepening 
military operations in Somalia. 

This Monday, the United States con-
ducted its 30th airstrike in Somalia 
since Donald Trump took office. This 
number is almost greater than the 
amount of airstrikes President Obama 
conducted in 8 years in office. What is 
worse, we now have the largest United 
States presence in Somalia since 1993— 
some 500 United States troops—which 
has doubled in 2017 alone. 

Mr. Speaker, why are we conducting 
so many airstrikes and ramping up our 
military presence in Somalia with no 
congressional oversight? 

Why are we sending our troops to 
fight a war that the American people 
know nothing about? 

Congress has been left in the dark 
about these operations. At a minimum, 
we should have some basic knowledge 
of the missions we are asking our serv-
icemembers to risk their lives for. 

But we know it is not just Somalia. 
These U.S. shadow wars are taking 
place all across the world, as we saw so 
tragically in Niger last month. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to rip up the 
2001 Authorization for Use of Military 
Force and hold a real debate and vote 
on these new, ongoing wars. The people 
deserve to know the costs and con-
sequences of these wars. 

Yes, Congress has been missing in ac-
tion once again. We owe it to our serv-
icemembers to do our job. 

f 

WELCOMING DUCKS UNLIMITED 

(Mr. MARSHALL asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to welcome the more than 40 vol-
unteers from 26 States representing 
Ducks Unlimited who are on the Hill 
today. 

As an avid outdoorsman and 
waterfowler myself, as well as a mem-
ber of Ducks Unlimited for over 25 
years, I have seen the wonderful first-
hand benefits this group provides. 
Ducks Unlimited has conserved more 
than 14 million acres of land in its 80- 
year history, 25,000 of which are in my 
home State of Kansas. I send a big 

thank-you for all those folks up north 
of us who have done such a great job 
raising these ducks. 

Work like this is vital to ensuring 
that the natural resources of our land 
are protected and monitored so that 
our children and grandchildren can 
come someday to rural Kansas, from 
Cheyenne Bottoms to the Quivira Wild-
life Refuge, and enjoy those great out-
door moments. 

I thank the folks at Ducks Unlimited 
for their work, and I welcome them to 
Capitol Hill. 

f 

SIKH AWARENESS AND 
APPRECIATION MONTH 

(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate California’s Sikh 
American Awareness and Appreciation 
Month and to recognize the contribu-
tions that Sikh Americans have made 
not only in California, but throughout 
the country. 

This community originally came 
from Punjab, India, like other immi-
grant groups from all over the world, 
to have a better life for themselves and 
for their children. 

In 1910, the Sikhs had become a cor-
nerstone in California agriculture’s 
Sacramento, Imperial, and San Joa-
quin Valleys. In addition to sharing the 
rich culture and the contributions that 
they have made to our economy, they 
are farmers, businessowners, physi-
cians, and in all walks of life. 

Sikh Americans stand with all Amer-
icans in their patriotism and values. 
Beginning with World War I, Sikhs 
have served in all of the American 
wars. Sikh communities promote the 
values of diversity, equality, freedom, 
justice, and giving back to our coun-
try. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing and celebrating 
the many contributions of Sikh Ameri-
cans, which have made us a stronger 
nation and play an integral role in the 
health of the San Joaquin Valley and 
our Nation. 

f 

VETERANS ESTEEM TEAM EVENT 

(Mr. MITCHELL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor the veterans in my district 
and those who support them. 

Earlier this month, I attended a Vet-
erans Esteem Team event in Lapeer 
County. It is a dinner organized and 
prepared by local junior high and high 
school students from North Branch, 
Almont, and Dryden to honor area vet-
erans. Those who served our Nation are 
the best 1 percent this country pro-
duces. 

Words will never be adequate to cap-
ture the debt of gratitude owed to the 
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men and women of our military who 
have enabled our Nation to continue to 
be safe and prosperous. I am honored to 
serve with them and the students in 
my district who took the time to rec-
ognize and organize the veterans at 
this event. 

f 

GOP TAX SCAM 

(Mr. MCEACHIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MCEACHIN. Mr. Speaker, accord-
ing to the nonpartisan Congressional 
Budget Office, the Senate’s version of 
tax reform would increase the deficit 
by $38 billion in 2018. By 2027, the debt 
would increase by a whopping $1.4 tril-
lion. 

I stand here today calling for tax re-
form legislation that would help my 
constituents and millions of other 
Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, the GOP tax plan is ir-
responsible governing. Many of my 
constituents say that their families 
have yet to recover from the great re-
cession, and I hear them loud and 
clear. 

I cannot stand by silently while my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
rush through a bill for which it will 
take years for our economy to recover. 
This bill raises taxes on 82 million mid-
dle class households solely to create 
giveaways for the wealthy few. 

We have only 9 legislative days left 
this calendar year. It is time to focus 
on legislation that will give Americans 
a better deal. We need commonsense, 
reality-based legislation that will cre-
ate opportunities for all Americans, 
not just the select few. 

f 

WE NEED LOWER TAXES 

(Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, it has been proven all over 
the world that the most wasteful, least 
economical, least efficient way to 
spend money is to turn it over to the 
Federal Government. If this was not 
true, then places like Cuba, North 
Korea, and Venezuela would be heavens 
on Earth. Socialism simply does not 
work. 

Money left in the private sector does 
much more to create jobs and hold 
down prices than does any money 
turned over to government. A business 
that continually wastes money and op-
erates inefficiently will eventually go 
out of business. 

A government agency that wastes 
money or operates inefficiently just 
uses that as an excuse to ask for higher 
appropriations. This is what the tax 
cut bill is all about: an effort to leave 
more money in the private sector, 
where it will create jobs and hold down 
prices. 

Wealthy elitists come out ahead, 
even under our socialist, Big Govern-

ment systems. Lower income people 
come out better when more money is 
left in private hands to create jobs and 
hold prices down. 

College graduates often wonder why 
they can’t find good jobs. In large part, 
it is because our Federal, State, and 
local corporate taxes are too high, and 
this has caused us to lose millions of 
good jobs to other countries. 

Mr. Speaker, we need lower taxes. 
f 

HBCU 9 

(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the HBCU 9, the nine 
Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities who are celebrating 150 years 
of academic excellence. 

These schools hail from six States 
and count great African-American 
leaders such as Eva Clayton, JOHN 
LEWIS, and Martin Luther King, Jr., as 
members of their illustrious alumni. 

The nine include: Alabama State 
University, Barber-Scotia College, 
Fayetteville State University, Howard 
University, Johnson C. Smith Univer-
sity, Morehouse College, Morgan State 
University, St. Augustine University, 
and Talladega College. 

Their achievements for the past 150 
years are remarkable. They have cul-
tivated a long history as incubators of 
innovation and continue to produce the 
next generation of leaders. 

Twenty-five percent of African- 
American STEM graduates, 40 percent 
of African-American lawyers, 50 per-
cent of African-American teachers, and 
21 current members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus are proud HBCU 
grads. 

These schools were born out of neces-
sity and have endured the test of time 
to spark a movement and create the 
African-American middle class, fun-
damentally changing this country for 
the better. 

Please stand with me in recognizing 
the HBCU 9 for their years of leader-
ship in African-American communities 
and their dedication to helping stu-
dents realize their dreams. 

f 

CONGRATULATING STATE CHAMP 
PRAIRIE RIDGE WOLVES FOOT-
BALL TEAM 

(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Prairie 
Ridge Wolves football team on their 
second straight Class 6A State Cham-
pionship. 

The team repeated last year’s out-
standing performance of finishing the 
season without losing a single game. 
Beating the Nazareth Roadrunners in 
the State final 28–21, the team now has 
a 28 game winning streak. Their last 
loss was in 2015. 

The team is ranked second in the 
State overall by the Chicago Tribune. 
Coach Chris Schremp has been a crit-
ical and central figure in their success. 
A 21-year veteran at Prairie Ridge High 
School, he was named IHSA Football 
Coach of the Year and is now com-
peting for the national recognition. 

Another crucial part of the team is 
quarterback Samson Evans. He had a 
fantastic season. Dubbed ‘‘Superman’’ 
for his exploits on the field, Evans was 
named the Chicago Sun-Times 2017 
Player of the Year. He will continue 
his career as an Iowa Hawkeye along-
side teammate and lineman Jeff Jen-
kins. 

Congratulations, Prairie Ridge 
Wolves, for your excellent season, and 
here is to a continued undefeated win-
ning streak. 

f 
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TAX REFORM BILL PRESERVES 
ADOPTION TAX CREDIT 

(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about the importance of 
adoption and what Congress can be 
doing to help more kids get adopted 
into loving, caring families. 

November is National Adoption 
Month, and it is time we talk about 
how the GOP tax reform bill, the Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act, will help children in 
need of loving families by supporting 
those whose lives have been touched by 
adoption. 

Our tax reform bill preserves the 
adoption tax credit, which allows tax-
payers to claim expenses related to the 
adoption of a child, including fees, 
court costs, and travel expenses. This 
credit ultimately helps get more chil-
dren into permanent, loving families, 
and the credit costs only about $3.8 bil-
lion over 10 years, a small fraction of 
our overall budget. 

Mr. Speaker, I worked tirelessly with 
my colleagues to ensure that this adop-
tion tax credit was included in the 
House’s tax bill, and I am pleased that 
the Senate’s version also preserves it 
in their draft. 

I urge my colleagues to work quickly 
to pass tax reform that preserves the 
adoption tax credit while bringing tax 
relief to all American families. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 4182, ENSURING A QUALI-
FIED CIVIL SERVICE ACT OF 2017, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1699, PRESERVING 
ACCESS TO MANUFACTURED 
HOUSING ACT OF 2017 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 635 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 
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H. RES. 635 

Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4182) to amend 
title 5, United States Code, to modify proba-
tionary periods with respect to positions 
within the competitive service and the Sen-
ior Executive Service, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. After general debate 
the bill shall be considered for amendment 
under the five-minute rule. The bill shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill are waived. No 
amendment to the bill shall be in order ex-
cept those printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion. Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, may 
be offered only by a Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered as read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the question in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole. 
All points of order against such amendments 
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
bill (H.R. 1699) to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to modify the definitions of a mort-
gage originator and a high-cost mortgage, to 
amend the Secure and Fair Enforcement for 
Mortgage Licensing Act of 2008 to modify the 
definition of a loan originator, and for other 
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived. An amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute consisting 
of the text of Rules Committee Print 115–42 
shall be considered as adopted. The bill, as 
amended, shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services; and (2) one 
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARSHALL). The gentleman from Geor-
gia is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my friend from 
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 

have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I just 

had a chance to visit with my col-
league from New York. We were talk-
ing about, well, the same thing all 
Members talk about when they get to-
gether: those things they have in com-
mon, those things that make their day 
a little bit better, those things they 
are struggling with that make their 
day a little bit worse. 

I regret that so often we come to the 
House floor and the debate that we are 
having seems like we just have abso-
lutely nothing in common whatsoever. 
I am sure it has been your experience. 
I think you can ask any freshman 
Member of this institution, Mr. Speak-
er, ‘‘What is the biggest surprise you 
have had in your first year in Con-
gress?’’ and they will say, ‘‘I am sur-
prised at how hardworking and con-
scientious and diligent and committed 
absolutely every single one of my col-
leagues is, because I was reading in the 
local paper back home, and it sounded 
like it was a big cesspool there in 
Washington, D.C. I am pleasantly sur-
prised at how sincere my colleagues are 
at working for their 700,000 to 800,000 
constituents back home.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we have two bills that 
this rule makes in order for debate 
today, and they are two bills that I will 
tell you are incredibly well inten-
tioned. I plan to support them. I plan 
to enthusiastically support them, but 
they are on issues that are hard in 
their minutia. 

The first bill that is made in order 
today under a closed rule, Mr. Speaker, 
is H.R. 1699. It is the Preserving Access 
to Manufactured Housing Act. We had 
testimony in the committee yesterday, 
and the discussion was how do we pro-
tect buyers of manufactured housing 
from being exploited while still ena-
bling those Americans who don’t have 
other avenues for purchasing housing 
to get into that most affordable of 
housing, manufactured housing. We 
have common goals to protect people 
and to empower people, but how do we 
get that done? 

This bill was worked through com-
mittee. I believe it is a good com-
promise. We didn’t allow any amend-
ments to this. There were no germane 
amendments presented in committee, 
so that is coming under a closed rule 
today. 

This rule also would make in order a 
structured rule for H.R. 4182, the En-
suring a Qualified Civil Service Act of 
2017. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, when you go and 
read the headlines, it makes it sound 
like every discussion on Capitol Hill is 
among a bunch of partisan hacks. It is 
just not true. 

The civil service, an incredibly im-
portant part of American Government, 
has dedicated men and women who 

show up every day to institute the laws 
that you and I pass, to be the inter-
preters of the bridge between the laws 
that we pass and the way they hit folks 
on the ground. We all want those em-
ployees to be protected from the swing-
ing pendulum of partisanship. 

I don’t want a Republican President 
to get elected and fire all the Demo-
crats serving in government. There are 
some bright-minded scientists, some 
great folks in law enforcement, some 
really talented people in education. I 
don’t want them to lose their jobs be-
cause of the partisanship of a Presi-
dent. 

Similarly, I don’t want to see a 
Democratic President get elected and 
fire all the folks who are Republicans. 
There are some fantastic Republican 
minds in our Department of Agri-
culture helping our farmers to succeed, 
our Department of Labor helping our 
workers to succeed. You go right on 
down the list, there are strong men and 
women helping folks to succeed. 

But we are also facing a reality that 
that same civil service system that 
seeks to protect those hardworking, 
those exceptional workers trying to 
serve America, that same system that 
works to protect them also protects 
folks who are completely derelict in 
their responsibilities. 

We had that discussion as a con-
ference, as a House. In fact, in a bi-
cameral discussion, it went to the 
President’s desk for his signature, as it 
came to the VA, to say: Can’t we do 
more to reform a civil service system, 
to reform Federal labor union provi-
sions so that folks who need the pro-
tection, because they are exceptional, 
continue to be protected; but those 
folks who are failing our veterans, that 
those folks cease to be protected from 
a system that seeks to require account-
ability? We passed that together. We 
did that together here, Mr. Speaker. 
We sent it to the Senate. They did it 
together. The President signed it into 
law. 

This Ensuring a Qualified Civil Serv-
ice Act does one thing and one thing 
only: it extends the probationary pe-
riod of a new civil service worker from 
the current 1 year to 2 years. 

The Department of Defense has done 
this already, and it has been working 
exceedingly well for them. The concern 
is: Have I been able to adequately as-
sess an employee’s ability to perform 
in a 12-month period? 

We are committed to trying to train 
people up, Mr. Speaker. Nobody is try-
ing to run folks out before they have 
had a chance to learn their job. The 
question is: Is a year long enough to 
uncover the flaws in an employee or is 
2 years a wider window? 

You will hear folks on the other side 
say: ROB, why in the world can’t you 
all figure out if an employee is tal-
ented in year one? 

That is fair. 
They will say: ROB, if you are going 

to train somebody up, why couldn’t 
you get it done in year one? 
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That is fair. 
But as the GAO has looked at this 

issue, what they found is managers 
aren’t getting that done in year one. 
Whether it is because they are ineffec-
tive as managers or whether it is be-
cause they keep trying to give people a 
second chance and get them trained up 
is an open question. This bill mandates 
nothing, but it allows this 2-year win-
dow so that managers can give their 
new employees a good first, second, and 
third look. 

The data suggests that once folks get 
fully protected by the civil service sys-
tem, it is very difficult to move under-
performing employees out. That work 
should be done during this proba-
tionary period. This bill aims to 
lengthen that probationary period to 2 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, reasonable men and 
women can disagree on these measures. 
I believe they are important steps in 
the right direction. But what gives me 
so much pleasure to come to the floor 
to bring this rule to you today is the 
earnestness with which these two bills 
were presented. 

These are common challenges: How 
do we ensure the very best staff for the 
American people? How do we ensure ac-
cess to homes and protection for home 
buyers for the American people? These 
are sincere concerns, legitimate dis-
agreements. 

If we pass this rule today, we will en-
able a debating period. We will bring 
these bills to the floor so that we can 
air our concerns and challenge our as-
sumptions. I hope, at the end of the 
day, my colleagues will decide to sup-
port this rule and to support the two 
underlying pieces of legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank my friend for yielding me the 
customary 30 minutes, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Home Ownership 
and Equity Protection Act was enacted 
in 1994 as an amendment to the Truth 
in Lending Act. It is designed to ad-
dress predatory lending practices in re-
financing and home equity loans with 
high interest rates or fees. 

Loans that meet these high-cost trig-
gers are subject to disclosure require-
ments and limitations on the loan 
terms. Borrowers are also provided en-
hanced remedies if it is violated. 

Now, the first bill before us, H.R. 
1699, would amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act by exempting manufactured 
home retailers from being defined as 
mortgage originators. In the process, it 
would exempt these retailers from im-
portant consumer protection rules. 
That would perpetuate conflicts of in-
terest and restore incentives for these 
retailers to steer customers into loans 
with high costs and fees. These are pre-
cisely the type of loans that are more 
profitable for the retailer even though 
they are bad deals for the customer. 

My good friend from Georgia asked 
what could be wrong with this; how can 
we protect those customers? I submit: 

You may not protect those consumers 
by taking all regulation off for them. 
Obviously, it was there for a reason, 
and we will see how it turns out. 

Those may seem like arcane changes 
to existing law, but let me put the 
issue in better perspective. 

According to the Manufactured Hous-
ing Institute, 22 million Americans live 
in manufactured homes today. That is 
equal to the entire State of Florida. 

b 1245 

Mr. Speaker, why in the world is the 
majority prioritizing a bill that would 
undermine consumer protections for 
tens of millions of Americans. We know 
the legislation would create more ac-
cess to affordable housing. It would 
only make the incredibly profitable 
manufacturing housing industry even 
more money through predatory lend-
ing. 

Those who rely on manufactured 
housing as an affordable option deserve 
the same antipredatory lending stand-
ards as every other family. This bill 
fails that test. In fact, it was written 
specifically to take the protections 
away from the housing industry. 

The second measure before us today, 
H.R. 4182, is completely unnecessary. It 
would extend the probationary period 
for members of the Senior Executive 
Service and members of the competi-
tive service from 1 year to 2. That 
would double the time that new civil 
servants are essentially at-will em-
ployees without any employee protec-
tions or due process rights. 

There is no evidence to support the 
need for doubling the probationary pe-
riod for Federal employees. The bill 
would simply serve to delay employees’ 
access to worker protection laws that 
ensure that they are treated fairly on 
the job. It would also undermine whis-
tleblower rights and prevent them from 
coming forward. 

These are the people who are essen-
tial to getting to the bottom of legal 
violations and waste and fraud in gov-
ernment agencies. Standing up for 
their rights used to be a bipartisan pri-
ority, but the majority is now 
prioritizing a bill that would under-
mine their rights and put the integrity 
of our Federal civil service at risk. 

This comes on the heels of the major-
ity bringing a separate bill, H.R. 3441, 
to the floor recently. That legislation 
threatened collective bargaining rights 
for employees and allows employers to 
evade liability for wage theft or even 
child labor violations. And just like the 
bill before us today, it chips away at 
workers’ ability to do their job without 
retaliation or unfair treatment. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a pattern here. 
The majority is bringing bills to the 
House floor that threaten worker pro-
tections while they work to advance a 
procorporate agenda at the same time. 

There is perhaps no bigger giveaway 
on the agenda right now than their tax 
bill. Under the guise of so-called re-
form, the majority on the other side of 
the Capitol is crafting a tax bill that is 

nothing but a giveaway to the rich and 
powerful. 

And, please, don’t take my word for 
it. On Monday, The New York Times 
published a piece entitled: ‘‘Senators 
Scramble to Advance Tax Bill That In-
creasingly Rewards Wealthy.’’ The 
very first line of the piece gives away 
the majority’s game plan. It said: ‘‘The 
Republican tax bill hurtling through 
Congress is increasingly tilting the 
United States Tax Code to benefit 
wealthy Americans. . . .’’ 

I believe that is beyond dispute by 
now. In fact, I think every major econ-
omist and publication have told us that 
that is exactly what it is. The scam 
will raise taxes on tens of millions of 
middle class families in order to hand 
deficit-exploding giveaways to the 
wealthy and corporations that ship 
jobs overseas. In fact, I heard an econo-
mist last night, Jared Bernstein, say-
ing that he thinks this bill encourages 
moving jobs overseas. 

The Republican plan eliminates the 
alternative minimum tax, which is de-
signed to prevent the very rich from 
gaming the system. And the bill passed 
by the Chamber eliminates the estate 
tax, which will benefit the wealthy, 
certainly—and very few of them, 
though, are even liable for paying that 
tax. 

According to the Joint Committee on 
Taxation, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, under the Republican plan, per-
sons making $40,000 to $50,000 a year 
would pay an additional $5.3 billion in 
taxes, combined, over the next decade. 
At the same time, those earning $1 mil-
lion or more a year would see a $5.8 bil-
lion tax cut. 

Note, please, the similarity of those 
figures. If that isn’t taking money 
from the poor to give to the rich, I 
don’t know of anything that could de-
scribe it any better. 

This is the third time America has 
tried trickle-down theory. It didn’t 
work with President Reagan; it didn’t 
work under President Bush; and, cer-
tainly, it did not work in Kansas. 
There is a word for doing the same 
thing over and over again and expect-
ing a different result. That word is ‘‘in-
sanity.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 15 seconds just to let my col-
leagues know that this bill passed out 
of committee by more than a 2–1 mar-
gin, a big bipartisan vote out of com-
mittee to reform manufactured hous-
ing to provide more access. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t profess to be an 
expert on that, so I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
BARR), one of my colleagues from the 
Financial Services Committee. 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in favor of 
this rule that would allow the House of 
Representatives to debate legislation I 
introduced, H.R. 1699, the Preserving 
Access to Manufactured Housing Act. 
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Homeownership, for many, is part of 

the American Dream; however, 
overbroad and burdensome regulations 
arising out of the Dodd-Frank financial 
control law are limiting the ability of 
Americans to realize this dream. 

Specifically, a one-size-fits-all regu-
lation issued by the unaccountable 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
makes it harder for lenders to offer 
mortgages to hardworking Americans 
who simply want to buy a manufac-
tured home. By expanding the range of 
loan products considered ‘‘high cost’’ 
under the Home Ownership and Equity 
Protection Act, the CFPB has failed to 
recognize the unique nature of manu-
factured housing loans. Because of the 
increased legal liabilities and stigma 
associated with making a so-called 
high-cost mortgage, some lenders have 
simply stopped making these loans. 

According to recent Home Mortgage 
Disclosure Act data, data that is sub-
mitted to the government, the number 
of manufactured homes of $75,000 or 
less has plummeted by 22 percent since 
this regulation went into effect. As a 
result, the CFPB’s overzealous regula-
tion harms lower and moderate-income 
families, particularly in rural areas, 
who just want to purchase a manufac-
tured home but, now, cannot access the 
necessary financing. In addition, exist-
ing homeowners are harmed because 
they won’t be able to sell their homes. 

These rules are hitting Americans in 
rural and suburban areas and those 
with modest means the hardest. Take, 
for example, the hospital worker, in 
Kentucky, who applied for a loan of 
$38,500 to finance a manufactured 
home. He had an 8 percent downpay-
ment. His monthly income was $2,200 
per month, plenty to cover the all-in 
housing costs of $670 per month. The 
payment he would have been investing 
in his own home would have been less 
than what he was spending on rent, but 
he was unable to get financing. He con-
tacted local banks and credit unions, 
but they no longer finance manufac-
tured homes. 

The reason for this crippling lack of 
lending is the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau and its so-called high- 
cost loan regulations and the defini-
tions of ‘‘mortgage originator’’ and 
‘‘loan originator’’ established in Dodd- 
Frank. These regulations fail to take 
into account the unique circumstances 
associated with manufactured housing 
and the fixed costs associated with any 
home purchase, large or small. They 
fail to recognize the simple mathe-
matical fact that fixed costs on smaller 
loans translate into higher percentages 
of the total loan. 

Even if interest payments on manu-
factured homes are more than your av-
erage home, the payments are still 
more affordable than the all-in cost of 
a site-built home—or even rent, in 
many markets. That is not predatory 
lending. That is actually getting people 
into more affordable housing. This is 
especially the case when you consider 
that purchasing a manufactured home, 

as opposed to renting, allows the own-
ers to build equity, leading to financial 
stability for those Americans. 

The Preserving Access to Manufac-
tured Housing Act recognizes the 
unique nature of the manufactured 
housing industry, and it fixes these 
government-caused problems by modi-
fying the definition of ‘‘loan origina-
tors’’ and ‘‘mortgage originators’’ to 
exclude manufactured housing retail-
ers and sellers from the definition of 
‘‘loan originator’’ so long as they are 
only receiving compensation for the 
sale of the home and not engaged in 
the financing of the loans. 

The legislation also increases the 
thresholds for high-cost loans to ac-
commodate manufactured home pur-
chases of up to $75,000 while still re-
taining tough restrictions on lenders to 
prevent any borrowers from being 
taken advantage of. 

As Members of Congress, we have an 
obligation to protect the American 
people from regulations that harm 
their ability to purchase affordable 
homes for themselves and their fami-
lies. We need to end government poli-
cies that are issued under the guise of 
consumer protection when those poli-
cies actually are protecting Americans 
right out of homeownership. Again, 
that is not consumer protection. 

So, for these reasons and the fact 
that about 40 different proconsumer 
and probusiness trade associations sup-
port this legislation, I urge my col-
leagues to vote for this rule. 

This is not the only reason why we 
should vote for the rule. The other leg-
islation, introduced by my friend from 
Kentucky, the Ensuring a Qualified 
Civil Service Act, is another piece of 
legislation that will help ensure that 
the U.S. Federal Government has a 
competent workforce. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman 
COMER for his hard work on this issue, 
and I urge my colleagues to vote for 
this rule. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for her distin-
guished leadership and for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to focus in par-
ticular on where we are and where we 
have been. I think it is important, as 
we discuss these issues dealing with 
the Ensuring a Qualified Civil Service 
Act of 2017, that we really have the re-
sponsibility, as Members of Congress, 
to engage in safe and fair workplaces 
all over the Nation. 

Certainly, I want to speak particu-
larly about the Civil Service Act, 
which I am stunned that this would ex-
tend the period of time for a proba-
tionary period from 1 year to 2 years. 
But what is most striking, since I am a 
member of the Judiciary Committee, is 
that Federal employees will remain at- 
will employees for a period of time 
with virtually no due process protec-
tion. 

I clearly want to try to understand 
an administration that, first of all, 
wants to make skinny the government 
to disallow it to do its work; and then, 
on top of that, it wants to have tem-
porary employees with no due process 
rights. 

Yesterday, we stood on the floor of 
the House to insist that there be man-
datory training for sexual harassment 
and, as well, to recognize that there 
should be zero tolerance for sexual har-
assment and, of course, sexual assault. 

As an African-American woman, over 
the years, historically, we, along with 
women all over the world, have seen 
the plight, or the devastation, of sexual 
harassment and sexual assault. I was 
disappointed that this floor could not 
vote on that resolution. I would really 
ask for that resolution to be called up 
again so that this House could go on 
record for supporting mandatory train-
ing. 

At the same time, I think it bal-
ances, with due process, the work that 
we have to do to make sure that we 
have a workplace that is tolerable and 
allows women who feel insulted, har-
assed, and, God forbid, assaulted easy, 
quick access to a pathway of relief. 

This legislation and the underlying 
bill on this rule specifically dealing 
with taking away due process rights 
from civil servant women strikes me as 
the wrong direction to go in light of 
where we are. So I am questioning this 
legislation. I think it is the wrong di-
rection to go. I, frankly, believe it 
should be pulled. 

And as that legislation is pulled, I be-
lieve that we would do ourselves well 
to reassert the resolution from yester-
day and to cast a vote. Let’s get on the 
record of where we stand on the issues 
protecting women against sexual har-
assment and sexual assault. 

Finally, let me indicate that we are 
in the middle of appropriations. We 
have not been compensated for the dev-
astation of Hurricane Harvey. My con-
stituents are suffering. They are suf-
fering in Puerto Rico, in the Virgin Is-
lands, and in Florida. The appropria-
tion, or the recommendation from the 
White House, is insufferable, unaccept-
able, and it is time for us to move as a 
Congress to bring relief to the people 
who have suffered from the hurricane. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS), a good friend 
and authority on the issue. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 1699, the Preserving Access to 
Manufactured Housing Act, and I urge 
my colleagues to support the passage 
of this rule and the underlying bill. 

As the vice chairman of the Finan-
cial Institutions and Consumer Credit 
Subcommittee and a cosponsor of this 
legislation, I want to underscore the 
impact that passing the Preserving Ac-
cess to Manufactured Housing Act 
would have on hardworking Americans. 
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We all agree that we should work to 
ensure that everyone can afford a safe 
place to live. Representative BARR’s bi-
partisan bill will remove misguided 
barriers that block access to affordable 
manufactured homes while preserving 
consumer protections. 

In many parts of this country, manu-
factured homes represent a cost-effec-
tive and customizable housing option. 
It is important to keep in mind that 
the challenge of finding affordable 
housing is not exclusively an urban 
problem. Housing affordability is a 
challenge in many rural areas as well, 
and manufactured homes can be a solu-
tion. 

This is an industry that offers mil-
lions, including many rural Americans 
with moderate incomes, a chance at 
home ownership. In fact, nationwide, 22 
million Americans live in manufac-
tured homes. 

In my State of Pennsylvania, manu-
factured homes comprise almost 5 per-
cent of the housing stock. Manufac-
tured homes account for 73 percent of 
all new homes sold under $125,000. The 
average income of a manufactured 
home purchaser is less than $40,000 per 
year. 

The manufactured housing business 
also sustains thousands of families. 
Sixteen thousand workers in Pennsyl-
vania are employed in that industry. 

Unfortunately, misguided rules from 
Washington, D.C., threaten to choke 
off access to manufactured homes. 
When Washington bureaucrats sought 
to implement Dodd-Frank, they put 
forward rules that led some manufac-
tured housing retailers and sellers to 
be considered loan originators. They 
also expanded the ‘‘high-cost loan’’ def-
inition and swept many manufactured 
housing loans into that category. 

The increased restrictions, liability, 
and stigma that accompany these des-
ignations have led many in the indus-
try to cut back on lending. As a result, 
fewer hardworking Americans will be 
able to afford a quality manufactured 
home for their families. 

The Preserving Access to Manufac-
tured Housing Act will address these 
harmful restrictions that are making 
manufactured homes unaffordable for 
prospective homeowners while pre-
serving important consumer protec-
tions. 

This bill clarifies that a manufac-
tured home salesperson is not a loan 
originator unless he or she is being 
compensated by a lender, a creditor, or 
a mortgage broker. It also adjusts the 
high-cost mortgage designation thresh-
olds so that many manufactured hous-
ing loans are once again not included. 

It is important to keep in mind that 
the Truth in Lending Act and State 
consumer protection laws will still 
apply after the enactment of this legis-
lation. 

Representative BARR’s bill is a nar-
rowly focused, commonsense, and bi-
partisan effort to target a specific 
challenge facing prospective pur-

chasers of manufactured homes. This 
bill will preserve access to affordable 
housing for millions of American fami-
lies. 

Mr. Speaker, I again urge support for 
the Preserving Access to Manufactured 
Housing Act and this rule. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, if we 
defeat the previous question, I will 
offer an amendment to the rule to 
bring up H.R. 3440, the Dream Act. This 
bipartisan, bicameral legislation would 
help thousands of young people who are 
Americans in every way except on 
paper. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
NORMAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Mrs. TORRES). 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, this 
Congress faces a moral decision that 
we have put off making for too long, a 
decision that we cannot put off any 
longer: Will we stop the deportation of 
hundreds of thousands of young 
DREAMers or not? 

This is not a partisan question. This 
is a question of who we are as Ameri-
cans. 

Are we willing to put partisan games 
aside? Are we willing to put to an end 
the fear that DREAMers have, the fear 
that they have been living with these 
past few months? 

We are quickly approaching the year- 
end deadline for many items this body 
needs to address. Many of us are look-
ing forward to seeing our families 
through the holidays. 

What about the 122 DREAMers that 
lose protection every day that we don’t 
act? Can they say the same. 

This is unconscionable. This is not 
who we are. 

When I am home, I hear from busi-
nesses, school leaders, public officials, 
religious leaders, and friends, and they 
all want us to act now, today. Failure 
to do so will result in tearing families 
and communities apart. 

The fix is right here in front of us. 
H.R. 3440, the Dream Act, is a bipar-
tisan, bicameral bill that will put this 
issue at rest once and for all. 

We all know that the votes are here 
today in this body. Plenty of my Re-
publican colleagues support this legis-
lation. Plenty of my Republican col-
leagues stand with their business, reli-
gious, and community leaders to bring 
this dream to a reality for the DREAM-
ers. 

We have been clear. This Congress 
must not finish this year without pro-
viding a fix in certainty for DREAM-
ers. Their families and the commu-
nities that depend on them expect that. 

I ask my colleagues to allow us to 
vote and provide a vote against the 

previous question so that we can imme-
diately bring the Dream Act to the 
floor for a vote today. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I would 
share with the gentlewoman from New 
York that I have no further speakers 
remaining, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
prepared to close, and I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, funding for the govern-
ment expires on December 8. That is 8 
days from now. We wonder why we are 
wasting time on unnecessary bills be-
fore us today and running us toward 
another shutdown. 

Let me remind everyone watching 
here today about the last shutdown in 
2013. The majority shut down the gov-
ernment rather than fund the Afford-
able Care Act, which was then and re-
mains today the law of the land. The 
shutdown lasted 16 days. In just that 
short time, it cost our economy an es-
timated $24 billion. The shutdown cost 
the government $24 billion. 

Federal facilities were not opened. 
The mom-and-pop stores and little res-
taurants in Federal buildings all 
closed. The processing of veterans’ dis-
ability claims was stalled. Head Start 
grantees that serve an estimated 6,300 
children were forced to close their 
doors for 9 days until some private phi-
lanthropists stepped in. Hundreds of 
patients were unable to enroll in pos-
sible lifesaving clinical trials at the 
National Institutes of Health. 

Ninety-eight percent of the employ-
ees at the National Science Founda-
tion, nearly 75 percent of the employ-
ees at the National Institutes of 
Health, and two-thirds of the employ-
ees at the Centers for Disease Control 
were furloughed. That brought new 
Federal research to a standstill. 

An estimated $4 billion in tax refunds 
were delayed, denying middle class 
families the money they expected and 
planned for. Even the National Trans-
portation Safety Board was impacted, 
unable to investigate 59 plane acci-
dents as swiftly. 

Another shutdown will be dev-
astating, but I am afraid that is what 
we are headed for under the leadership 
here. 

The President recently tweeted that 
he doesn’t see a deal on the horizon. 
This comes after he tweeted earlier 
this year that our country needs a 
‘‘good shutdown.’’ 

Instead of doing anything about that 
here today, we are frittering away pre-
cious legislative time on bills that are, 
at best, not urgent and, at worst, com-
pletely unnecessary and even dam-
aging. 

The greatest Nation on Earth will be 
struggling to keep the lights on. This 
is no way to run the United States. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the previous 
question, on the rule, and the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman raises 

a lot of important points. I am abso-
lutely concerned about funding the 
United States Government, but, sadly, 
in a way that has become systemic as 
we talk about who we are as a people, 
Mr. Speaker, we can either be glasses 
half full or we can be glasses half 
empty. 

Is it true that the number of days we 
have left in this continuing resolution 
are limited? 

It is. 
Is it also true that this House has 

fully funded the government ahead of 
schedule for the first time since the 
good people of the Seventh District 
elected me to Congress? 

It is. 
This House has nothing to be 

ashamed of. In fact, this House should 
be shouting it from the rooftops: 

The United States Constitution gives the 
United States Congress a job to do. The 
House has done its. Senate, get to work. 

This is the first time, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have been able to fund all the 
appropriations bills—there are 12 of 
them—before the end of the fiscal year 
since I was elected in 2011. The Senate 
has passed, I believe, zero appropria-
tions bills so far this year. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s not give anybody a 
pass on getting the good work done. 
Let’s do hold people accountable, but 
let’s not chastise ourselves and create 
an atmosphere of failure. 

Success begets success. We succeeded 
together for the first time in a long 
time. Let’s not waste that opportunity 
to get that bill across the floor of the 
Senate. 

Similarly, Mr. Speaker, we are talk-
ing about civil service protections 
today. There is not a man or a woman 
in this Chamber who doesn’t want the 
absolute best Federal workforce that 
we could find; not one. 

The question today is: Do we lock 
you in and give you all of those iron-
clad protections that every American 
knows the civil service system offers? 

We all know that it is hard to get 
fired from a government job. We all 
know that. 

Should we extend the probationary 
period where folks can be monitored, 
trained up, disciplined, worked with 
from 1 year to 2 years? 

If that gets us a better Federal work-
force to serve the American people, the 
answer should be a unanimous yes. 

I say to my friends who oppose this 
bill: If it doesn’t end up in that result, 
I will vote with you to repeal it. But I 
believe it will end up with a more high-
ly qualified workforce, that it will end 
up with an American taxpayer who 
feels like they are getting their mon-
ey’s worth. 

I will tell you the best thing we can 
do for our civil service employees is to 
end the narrative that civil service is a 
place of failure instead of a place of 
success, it is to end the narrative that 
substandard people work for the Fed-
eral Government as opposed to excep-
tional people work for the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

I represent employees of the CDC in 
my part of the world, Mr. Speaker. The 
Centers for Disease Control is second 
to no one in the intellectual firepower 
that they assemble to serve the Amer-
ican people. Those men and women put 
themselves in harm’s way to battle 
those pandemics that scare the bejesus 
out of the rest of us. They do it as an 
act of service, and they should be 
praised for it. 

The best thing we can do for them is 
to make sure folks don’t slip through 
the cracks and they get saddled with a 
substandard partner. We want them to 
have access to an exceptional partner. 
This bill would do that. 

Mr. Speaker, as to access to manu-
factured housing, the bill from my 
friend from Kentucky, it is absolutely 
true that every man and woman in this 
Chamber wants to protect the Amer-
ican consumer from predatory lending. 
That is undisputed. But as my friend in 
Kentucky stated, when do we protect 
someone right out of the opportunity 
to have a home? In the name of pro-
tecting people, when do we fail those 
very same people? 

We had testimony in the committee 
yesterday, Mr. Speaker, presented 
credit union after credit union after 
credit union that would no longer loan 
money to its members to purchase a 
manufactured home. They wouldn’t do 
it. They couldn’t do it. 

Talk about predatory lending if you 
want to; it is not your local credit 
union that is doing it. Talk about big 
Wall Street banks exploiting people if 
you want to; it is not your local credit 
union who is doing it. 

Talk about people who want to build 
your community; it is your local credit 
union. 

b 1315 
Yet credit union after credit union 

said: The men and women whom we 
strive to serve, we will no longer help 
access the American Dream. We can’t. 
Why? Because of the regulations com-
ing out of Washington, D.C. 

Do we want to protect the American 
consumer? We do, and we can, but we 
can’t protect them right out of home 
ownership. We shouldn’t, yet we have. 

Passing this bill today that my 
friend from Kentucky brings forward 
corrects that mistake, puts us back on 
track for protecting consumers and en-
abling consumers. 

Mr. Speaker, you can pick any day of 
the week on Capitol Hill, and you can 
find a way to describe everything that 
goes on as nefarious, as misguided, as 
contrived. But, Mr. Speaker, you can 
also look at days on Capitol Hill and 
see the earnestness with which men 
and women work together to move this 
country forward. That is the day we 
have today. I hope it is the day we have 
tomorrow and the next day and the 
next day. 

I urge my friends, support this rule. 
Support bringing this bill to the floor 
for manufactured housing. Support 
bringing this bill to the floor to im-
prove the civil service system. 

We can do that with a vote right now, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The material previously referred to 
by Ms. SLAUGHTER is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 635 OFFERED BY 
MS. SLAUGHTER 

At the end of the revolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 3. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3440) to authorize the 
cancellation of removal and adjustment of 
status of certain individuals who are long- 
term United States residents and who en-
tered the United States as children and for 
other purposes. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole 
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after 
the third daily order of business under clause 
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of 
the Whole for further consideration of the 
bill. 

SEC. 4. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 3440. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308–311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
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vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. . . . When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.’’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

MINNESOTA’S ECONOMIC RIGHTS 
IN THE SUPERIOR NATIONAL 
FOREST ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3905) to 
require congressional approval of any 
mineral withdrawal or monument des-
ignation involving the National Forest 
System lands in the State of Min-
nesota, to provide for the renewal of 
certain mineral leases in such lands, 
and for other purposes, will now re-
sume. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA). 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on adoption of the 
amendment will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on: 

A motion to recommit, if ordered; 
Passage of the bill, if ordered; 
Ordering the previous question on H. 

Res. 635; and 
Adopting H. Res. 635, if ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 182, nays 
237, not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 642] 

YEAS—182 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—237 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 

Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 

Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 

Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 

Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—14 

Bridenstine 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Gutiérrez 
Harper 

Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Pocan 
Posey 

Renacci 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

b 1342 

Messrs. RUSSELL, DENT, GOSAR, 
MOONEY of West Virginia, MEADOWS, 
COLLINS of New York, GOODLATTE, 
WITTMAN, ROTHFUS, BRADY of 
Texas, and ROYCE of California 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. COSTA and MOULTON 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
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Stated against: 
Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Vote 

642, I had intended to vote ‘‘nay’’ when I 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARTER of Georgia). The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 216, noes 204, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 643] 

AYES—216 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 

Fleischmann 
Flores 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Marchant 

Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Ratcliffe 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 

Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 

Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOES—204 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 

Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 

Pallone 
Panetta 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—13 

Bridenstine 
Chabot 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Harper 

Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Pocan 
Posey 
Renacci 

Stivers 
Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1350 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr, MACARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, I intended 

to vote ‘‘yes’’ and realized my error after the 
vote was over on rollcall No. 643. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. MCCARTHY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers are advised that votes are now ex-
pected in this House on Monday, De-
cember 4, at 6:30 p.m. Members should 
be prepared to vote on the motion to go 
to conference and the motion to in-
struct conferees on H.R. 1, the Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act. 

I strongly encourage all Members to 
be here present and voting. If there are 
any further changes to the schedule, I 
will be sure to let all Members know. 

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the majority leader for yielding. 

As the majority leader knows, we 
have 9 days remaining under the 
present schedule. I understand that an 
extension of that to the 22nd may be 
contemplated, but we have 9 legislative 
days remaining. 

The gentleman has now just indi-
cated that we are going to be voting on 
Monday. I would join the gentleman in 
urging every Member to be present on 
Monday. We are going to be casting 
very consequential votes over the next 
few days. Whether we are voting on 
them in a timely fashion or not, they 
will all be critically important, so I 
would urge all my Members to be here. 

We have much that needs to be done 
in the days that remain, as the gen-
tleman knows. 

I want to raise two issues. Obviously 
the gentleman has indicated that we 
are going to vote to go to conference 
on the tax bill if the Senate passes the 
tax bill. 

In addition to that, of course, there 
are two major pieces of legislation and, 
frankly, many more, and I am not re-
ferring to, obviously, the omnibus or a 
CR so that we can keep the govern-
ment funded, which everybody on this 
side of the aisle and I am sure every-
body on that side of the aisle wants to 
do. I hope we are able to keep the gov-
ernment funded in a nondramatic way. 

But as I have indicated to the major-
ity leader on numerous occasions, we 
feel very strongly, as the gentleman 
knows—and we have had positive dis-
cussions on this—that we need to also 
pass before the end of the year—and 
many of my friend’s Members have 
raised that issue as well and urged that 
we pass before the end of the year a 
resolution for the children who were 
brought here as minors, some as young 
as 1 or 2 years of age and who know no 
other country but the United States of 
America, that we resolve their status 
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before the end of the year so they do 
not continue to twist in the wind and 
agonize about whether they are going 
to be sent to a place they do not know 
and they do not perceive as their coun-
try. They perceive themselves to be 
American. So I would hope that we can 
deal with that. 

In addition, my friend and I have had 
a discussion—there has been much over 
the last 11 months—about healthcare. I 
think one of the things that I think the 
gentleman and I agree on in a bipar-
tisan way is that we all believe that 
the children of our country ought to 
have assurance of access to affordable, 
quality healthcare. 

We passed the CHIP bill through the 
House. As the gentleman knows, it was 
passed not in a bipartisan way. It sits 
now in the Senate and has not moved 
yet in the Senate. I would hope that 
those two issues at the very least—and 
there are many others, including the 
fiscal bills and the omnibus—that need 
to be moved. I would hope, whether we 
are 9 days or 13 days, however many 
days that we have remaining, that 
those two issues in addition to others 
will be resolved before we leave. 

I thank the gentleman for his an-
nouncement and giving us a heads-up 
about Monday, but I would hope that 
we would also in the few days that re-
main to us work very hard to try to get 
those issues and others resolved before 
we leave for the year. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for his time. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman does know—we have talked 
many times—about our issue not only 
just on security but also when it comes 
to DACA, and we know that deadline is 
not approaching by the end of this 
year. 

My good friend does know the dead-
line of government funding that affects 
all Americans. I take my friend in a se-
rious manner, but I would say my se-
vere disappointment in what transpired 
this week when an opportunity to meet 
with all leadership—my friend talked 
about the number of days we have. 
This is not a time to play politics. This 
is not about one party or the other. 

I would be glad to hear the support 
and opposed. You just have to show up 
for the meeting. I think more outcome 
would happen if you show up to the 
meeting. 

Tomorrow I will be announcing a full 
legislative schedule. I am excited about 
the opportunity to let America keep 
more of their hard-earned money and 
get us working again. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
say to my friend, the majority leader, 
with all due respect we raise a lot of 
heat in this town. Unfortunately, on 

the cusp of a meeting that was con-
vened to try to reach some agreements 
on very important issues to the Amer-
ican people, the heat was raised very, 
very substantially by the President of 
the United States. That was unfortu-
nate. 

Anybody who thinks that the heat 
wasn’t raised and was saying that there 
was not going to be a deal I think is in-
correct. 

But that is not why I asked for the 1 
minute. Why I asked for the 1 minute 
is, Mr. Speaker, the American people 
are relying on us to come together and 
agree on things they know are very im-
portant to them: their families, their 
community, and their country. 

Let us not accuse one another back 
and forth of bad faith, and let’s lower 
the heat and let’s try to get that work 
done. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman wouldn’t 
yield to me, but I am glad to yield to 
him. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. My friend is correct 
on a lot, but understand one thing. In 
this job and when we run, we are pas-
sionate about our beliefs. My parents 
always told me: If you can’t handle the 
heat, you probably shouldn’t run. 

But the one thing that should happen 
here is, if we want to come to a conclu-
sion, just as you and I and my good 
friend sat yesterday in my office talk-
ing with the White House on our con-
cerns about the hurricane that came to 
the Virgin Islands and Puerto Rico, the 
only way you solve a problem is you 
come together. The only way you come 
together is you show up in the meet-
ings and you can air your differences. 

But at the end of the day, when we 
walk into this House, we don’t walk in 
as Democrats or Republicans. We walk 
in as an American. It is about time we 
put the people before politics. 

We have got a shorter time to do our 
job. I look forward to seeing people 
here Monday. I look forward to seeing 
us get our work done. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 4182, ENSURING A QUALI-
FIED CIVIL SERVICE ACT OF 2017, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1699, PRESERVING 
ACCESS TO MANUFACTURED 
HOUSING ACT OF 2017 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 635) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4182) to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to 
modify probationary periods with re-
spect to positions within the competi-
tive service and the Senior Executive 
Service, and for other purposes, and 

providing for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 1699) to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to modify the definitions of a 
mortgage originator and a high-cost 
mortgage, to amend the Secure and 
Fair Enforcement for Mortgage Licens-
ing Act of 2008 to modify the definition 
of a loan originator, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays 
189, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 644] 

YEAS—229 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
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Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 

Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 

Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—189 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 

Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 

Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Bridenstine 
Buchanan 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Harper 

Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Pocan 
Posey 

Renacci 
Scalise 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1408 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 226, nays 
186, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 645] 

YEAS—226 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 

Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 

Newhouse 
Noem 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—186 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 

Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 

Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 

Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—21 

Bilirakis 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Buchanan 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Gottheimer 

Harper 
Hastings 
Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Nolan 
Pocan 
Posey 
Renacci 

Rooney, Thomas 
J. 

Scalise 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

b 1415 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, had I been 

present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 645. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, due to my at-

tendance of a close friend’s funeral, I missed 
the following votes. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 642, 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 643, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 
644, and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 645. 

f 

BROWNFIELDS ENHANCEMENT, 
ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT, 
AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2017 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 631, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 3017) to amend the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, 
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Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 to reauthorize and improve the 
brownfields program, and for other pur-
poses, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

HOLDING). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 631, an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute consisting of the text of 
Rules Committee Print 115–40 is adopt-
ed, and the bill, as amended, is consid-
ered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3017 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembed, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Brownfields En-
hancement, Economic Redevelopment, and Re-
authorization Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. REDEVELOPMENT CERTAINTY FOR GOV-

ERNMENTAL ENTITIES. 
Section 101(20)(D) of the Comprehensive Envi-

ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(20)(D)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘ownership or control’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘by virtue’’ and inserting 
‘‘ownership or control through seizure or other-
wise in connection with law enforcement activ-
ity, or through bankruptcy, tax delinquency, 
abandonment, or other circumstances in which 
the government acquires title by virtue’’. 
SEC. 3. PETROLEUM BROWNFIELD ENHANCE-

MENT. 
Section 101(39)(D)(ii)(II) of the Comprehensive 

Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9601(39)(D)(ii)(II)) is amended by amending item 
(bb) to read as follows: 

‘‘(bb) is a site for which there is no viable re-
sponsible party and that is determined by the 
Administrator or the State, as appropriate, to be 
a site that will be assessed, investigated, or 
cleaned up by a person that is not potentially 
liable for cleaning up the site under this Act or 
any other law pertaining to the cleanup of pe-
troleum products; and’’. 
SEC. 4. CLARIFICATION OF LEASEHOLDER INTER-

EST. 
Section 101(40) of the Comprehensive Environ-

mental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(40)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 
by striking ‘‘(or a tenant of a person) that ac-
quires ownership of’’ and inserting ‘‘who ac-
quires ownership of, or a leasehold interest in,’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or the 
leasehold interest in the facility’’ before the pe-
riod at the end; 

(3) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘with respect to 

a person who acquires ownership of a facility. 
The Administrator shall establish standards and 
practices with respect to a person who acquires 
a leasehold interest in a facility’’ before the pe-
riod at the end; and 

(B) in clause (iii), by inserting ‘‘, or acquisi-
tion of a leasehold interest,’’ after ‘‘time of pur-
chase’’; 

(4) in subparagraph (H)(i)(II), by inserting ‘‘, 
by the instruments by which the leasehold inter-
est in the facility is acquired after January 11, 
2002,’’ after ‘‘financed’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(I) LEASEHOLDERS.—In the case of a person 

holding a leasehold interest in a facility— 
‘‘(i) the leasehold interest in the facility— 
‘‘(I) is for a term of not less than 5 years; and 
‘‘(II) grants the person control of, and access 

to, the facility; and 
‘‘(ii) the person is responsible for the manage-

ment of all hazardous substances at the facil-
ity.’’. 

SEC. 5. EXPANDED ELIGIBILITY FOR NONPROFIT 
ORGANIZATIONS. 

(a) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS.—Section 
104(k)(1) of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9604(k)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (H), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(I) an organization described in section 

501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and exempt from taxation under section 501(a) 
of that Code; 

‘‘(J) a limited liability corporation in which 
all managing members are organizations de-
scribed in subparagraph (I) or limited liability 
corporations whose sole members are organiza-
tions described in subparagraph (I); 

‘‘(K) a limited partnership in which all gen-
eral partners are organizations described in sub-
paragraph (I) or limited liability corporations 
whose sole members are organizations described 
in subparagraph (I); or 

‘‘(L) a qualified community development enti-
ty (as defined in section 45D(c)(1) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
104(k) of the Comprehensive Environmental Re-
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(42 U.S.C. 9604(k)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)(ii)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘or nonprofit organizations’’; 

and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘entity or organization’’ and 

inserting ‘‘eligible entity’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (B)(ii)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘or other nonprofit organiza-

tion’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘or nonprofit organization’’; 

and 
(2) in paragraph (6)(A), by striking ‘‘or non-

profit organizations’’. 
SEC. 6. TREATMENT OF PUBLICLY OWNED 

BROWNFIELD SITES. 
Section 104(k) of the Comprehensive Environ-

mental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9604) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(C) EXEMPTION FOR CERTAIN PUBLICLY 
OWNED BROWNFIELD SITES.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, an eligible entity de-
scribed in any of subparagraphs (A) through 
(H) of paragraph (1) may receive a grant under 
this paragraph for property acquired by that eli-
gible entity prior to January 11, 2002, even if 
such eligible entity does not qualify as a bona 
fide prospective purchaser, so long as the eligi-
ble entity has not caused or contributed to a re-
lease or threatened release of a hazardous sub-
stance at the property.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(E) EXEMPTION FOR CERTAIN PUBLICLY 
OWNED BROWNFIELD SITES.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, an eligible entity de-
scribed in any of subparagraphs (A) through 
(H) of paragraph (1) may receive a grant or loan 
under this paragraph for property acquired by 
that eligible entity prior to January 11, 2002, 
even if such eligible entity does not qualify as a 
bona fide prospective purchaser, so long as the 
eligible entity has not caused or contributed to 
a release or threatened release of a hazardous 
substance at the property.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(B)(iii)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘up to 25 percent of the’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘described in any of subpara-

graphs (A) through (H) of paragraph (1)’’ after 
‘‘eligible entities’’. 
SEC. 7. REMEDIATION GRANT ENHANCEMENT. 

Section 104(k)(3)(A)(ii) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9604(k)(3)(A)(ii)) 

is amended by striking ‘‘$200,000 for each site to 
be remediated’’ and inserting ‘‘$500,000 for each 
site to be remediated, which limit may be waived 
by the Administrator, but not to exceed a total 
of $750,000 for each site, based on the antici-
pated level of contamination, size, or ownership 
status of the site’’. 
SEC. 8. MULTIPURPOSE BROWNFIELDS GRANTS. 

Section 104(k) of the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9604(k)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(12) as paragraphs (5) through (13), respectively; 

(2) in paragraph (3)(A), by striking ‘‘Subject 
to paragraphs (4) and (5)’’ and inserting ‘‘Sub-
ject to paragraphs (5) and (6)’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) MULTIPURPOSE BROWNFIELDS GRANTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(D) and paragraphs (5) and (6), the Adminis-
trator shall establish a program to provide mul-
tipurpose grants to an eligible entity based on 
the criteria under subparagraph (C) and the 
considerations under paragraph (3)(C), to carry 
out inventory, characterization, assessment, 
planning, or remediation activities at 1 or more 
brownfield sites in an area proposed by the eli-
gible entity. 

‘‘(B) GRANT AMOUNTS.— 
‘‘(i) INDIVIDUAL GRANT AMOUNTS.—Each grant 

awarded under this paragraph shall not exceed 
$1,000,000. 

‘‘(ii) CUMULATIVE GRANT AMOUNTS.—The total 
amount of grants awarded for each fiscal year 
under this paragraph may not exceed 15 percent 
of the amounts made available for the fiscal 
year to carry out this subsection. 

‘‘(C) CRITERIA.—In awarding a grant under 
this paragraph, the Administrator shall consider 
the extent to which the eligible entity is able— 

‘‘(i) to provide an overall plan for revitaliza-
tion of the 1 or more brownfield sites in the pro-
posed area in which the multipurpose grant will 
be used; 

‘‘(ii) to demonstrate a capacity to conduct the 
range of activities that will be funded by the 
multipurpose grant; and 

‘‘(iii) to demonstrate that a multipurpose 
grant will meet the needs of the 1 or more 
brownfield sites in the proposed area. 

‘‘(D) CONDITION.—As a condition of receiving 
a grant under this paragraph, each eligible enti-
ty shall expend the full amount of the grant not 
later than the date that is 5 years after the date 
on which the grant is awarded to the eligible en-
tity, unless the Administrator provides an exten-
sion. 

‘‘(E) OWNERSHIP.—An eligible entity that re-
ceives a grant under this paragraph may not ex-
pend any of the grant funds on remediation of 
a brownfield site until such time as the eligible 
entity owns the brownfield site.’’; and 

(4) by striking ‘‘(2) or (3)’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘(2), (3), or (4)’’. 
SEC. 9. ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS FOR GRANT RE-

CIPIENTS. 
Paragraph (5) of section 104(k) of the Com-

prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9604(k)) (as redesignated by section 8 of this 
Act) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (i)— 
(i) by striking subclause (III); and 
(ii) by redesignating subclauses (IV) and (V) 

as subclauses (III) and (IV), respectively; 
(B) by striking clause (ii); 
(C) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause (ii); 

and 
(D) in clause (ii) (as redesignated by subpara-

graph (C) of this paragraph), by striking ‘‘Not-
withstanding clause (i)(IV)’’ and inserting 
‘‘Notwithstanding clause (i)(III)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity may use 

up to 5 percent of the amounts made available 
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under a grant or loan under this subsection for 
administrative costs. 

‘‘(ii) RESTRICTION.—For purposes of clause (i), 
the term ‘administrative costs’ does not in-
clude— 

‘‘(I) investigation and identification of the ex-
tent of contamination of a brownfield site; 

‘‘(II) design and performance of a response 
action; or 

‘‘(III) monitoring of a natural resource.’’. 
SEC. 10. RENEWABLE ENERGY ON BROWNFIELD 

SITES. 
Paragraph (6) of section 104(k) of the Com-

prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9604(k)) (as redesignated by section 8 of this 
Act) is amended by adding at the end of sub-
paragraph (C) the following: 

‘‘(xi) The extent to which a grant would fa-
cilitate the production of renewable energy on 
the site.’’. 
SEC. 11. SMALL COMMUNITY TECHNICAL ASSIST-

ANCE GRANTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 128(a)(1)(B) of the 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9628(a)(1)(B)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (ii)— 
(A) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and in-

serting a semicolon; 
(B) in subclause (II), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(III) assist small communities, Indian tribes, 

rural areas, or disadvantaged areas in carrying 
out activities described in section 104(k)(7)(A) 
with respect to brownfield sites.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) SMALL COMMUNITIES, INDIAN TRIBES, 

RURAL AREAS, AND DISADVANTAGED AREAS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—To make grants to States or 

Indian tribes under clause (ii)(III), the Adminis-
trator may use not more than $1,500,000 of the 
amounts made available to carry out section 
104(k)(7) in each fiscal year. 

‘‘(II) LIMITATION.—Each grant made under 
subclause (I) may be not more than $20,000. 

‘‘(iv) DEFINITIONS.—In this subparagraph: 
‘‘(I) DISADVANTAGED AREA.—The term ‘dis-

advantaged area’ means a community with an 
annual median household income that is less 
than 2/3 of the statewide annual median house-
hold income, as determined by the President 
based on the latest available decennial census. 

‘‘(II) SMALL COMMUNITY.—The term ‘small 
community’ means a community with a popu-
lation of not more than 10,000 individuals, as 
determined by the President based on the latest 
available decennial census.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
104(g)(1) of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9604(g)(1)) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘or section 128(a)(1)(B)(ii)(III)’’ after 
‘‘under this section’’. 
SEC. 12. BROWNFIELDS FUNDING. 

Paragraph (13) of section 104(k) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9604(k)) (as redesignated by section 8 of this 
Act) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(13) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this subsection $200,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2018 through 2022.’’. 
SEC. 13. STATE RESPONSE PROGRAM FUNDING. 

Section 128(a)(3) of the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9628(a)(3)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this subsection 
$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 through 
2022.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-

vided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SHIMKUS) and the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 3017. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of H.R. 3017, the Brownfields Enhance-
ment, Economic Redevelopment, and 
Reauthorization Act of 2017. This legis-
lation has broad bipartisan support, 
and I would like to thank Chairman 
WALDEN and Ranking Members PAL-
LONE and TONKO. 

I would also like to specifically 
thank a few of my colleagues who have 
exhibited leadership and commitment 
on this issue, Congressman DAVID 
MCKINLEY, my fellow Energy and Com-
merce Committee member, who intro-
duced this important bill, and my col-
leagues on the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee, Congressman 
JOHN KATKO and Congresswoman ELIZ-
ABETH ESTY who guided a similar bill 
through their committee. 

We have been working closely with 
our colleagues on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee over 
these past few months, and the bill 
that we will vote on today reflects 
compromise on both sides. 

The bill takes a very important step 
in reauthorizing the Environmental 
Protection Agency’s brownfields pro-
gram for the first time since the law 
was enacted, and so I would like to also 
thank Chairman SHUSTER for his lead-
ership and support as we move forward. 

The bill we are voting on today 
makes several important changes to 
the brownfields law that will result in 
more contaminated sites being cleaned 
up and returned to productive use, such 
as the creation of multipurpose grants, 
which will allow communities to use 
grant funds for both assessment and re-
mediation, as well as allow commu-
nities to clean up more than one site in 
a designated area. 

The bill also provides liability relief 
to States and municipalities who vol-
untarily acquire brownfields property 
through their authority as a sovereign, 
which will allow local units of govern-
ment to address contamination on 
property they acquire through tax de-
linquency, bankruptcy, and/or aban-
donment. 

The bill expands grant eligibility for 
nonprofit organizations and for pub-
licly owned brownfields sites that ac-
quired the property prior to January 

11, 2002, which will put more parties 
into the mix of persons eligible for 
grant funding, which will result in 
more sites being assessed and cleaned 
up. 

The legislation increases the limit 
for remediation grants from $200,000 to 
$500,000. As we learned from witnesses 
at our hearings, this will result in 
more brownfields sites being cleaned 
up because many of the sites that re-
main to be addressed are more com-
plicated and, therefore, more expen-
sive. 

The bill provides for a limited 
amount of grant funds to be used for 
administrative costs, which will allow 
small and rural communities to be able 
to receive and utilize grant funds, and 
it carves out grant money to assist In-
dian Tribes in small, rural, and dis-
advantaged communities as they work 
to assess and clean up contaminated 
properties. 

The EPA brownfields program is crit-
ical to States and local communities as 
they address contaminated industrial 
and commercial properties and return 
them to productive use. Cleaning up 
these sites is great for the economy be-
cause brownfields grants can be di-
rectly leveraged into jobs, additional 
redevelopment funds, and increased 
residential and commercial property 
values. 

In fact, the brownfields program, on 
average, leverages over $16 in private 
investment for every Federal dollar 
spent and leverages 81⁄2 jobs for every 
$100,000 of brownfields funds expended 
on assessment and cleanup. 

The brownfields program is a proven 
results-driven program that has 
changed the way contaminated prop-
erty is perceived, addressed, and man-
aged. A visible, national example of the 
brownfields program at work was the 
Houston Astros and the Los Angeles 
Dodgers facing off in game three of the 
World Series at Minute Maid Park in 
Houston, Texas. Minute Maid Park sits 
on a former brownfields site that the 
city of Houston redeveloped and obvi-
ously returned to a very productive 
reuse, especially for the Astros. 

The EPA brownfields program is 
uniquely positioned to protect the en-
vironment and spur the economy. You 
can tell, from the broad bipartisan sup-
port that H.R. 3017 enjoys, the support 
for the EPA brownfields program is un-
qualified. The program has strong sup-
port from local and State governments, 
private developers, and all sectors of 
the economy. 

Because brownfields funding is so im-
portant to States and local commu-
nities across the country, I want to en-
courage my colleagues on the appro-
priations committee to fully fund this 
important and successful program. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to support the bill, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-

MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, November 9, 2017. 
Hon. GREG WALDEN, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
Washington, DC. 

I write concerning H.R. 3017, the 
Brownfields Enhancement, Economic Rede-
velopment, and Reauthorization Act of 2017. 
This legislation includes matters that fall 
within the Rule X jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

I recognize and appreciate your desire to 
bring this legislation before the House of 
Representatives in an expeditious manner, 
and accordingly, the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure will forego ac-
tion on the bill. However, this is conditional 
on our mutual understanding that foregoing 
consideration of the bill does not prejudice 
the Committee with respect to the appoint-
ment of conferees or to any future jurisdic-
tional claim over the subject matters con-
tained in the bill or similar legislation that 
fall within the Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion. Further, this is conditional on our un-
derstanding that mutually agreed upon 
changes to the legislation will be incor-
porated into the bill prior to floor consider-
ation. Lastly, should a conference on the bill 
be necessary, I request your support for the 
appointment of conferees from the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
during any House-Senate conference con-
vened on this or related legislation. 

I would ask that a copy of this letter and 
your response acknowledging our jurisdic-
tional interest as well as the mutually 
agreed upon changes to be incorporated into 
the bill be included in the Congressional 
Record during consideration of the measure 
on the House floor, to memorialize our un-
derstanding. 

I look forward to working with the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce as the bill 
moves through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, 

Washington, DC, November 4, 2017. 
Hon. BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN SHUSTER: Thank you for 

your letter concerning H.R. 3017, Brownfields 
Enhancement, Economic Redevelopment, 
and Reauthorization Act of 2017, on which 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure received an additional referral. 

I appreciate your committee’s willingness 
to forego action on H.R. 3017 so that this leg-
islation may be brought before the House of 
Representatives in an expeditious manner. I 
agree that foregoing consideration of the bill 
does not prejudice your committee with re-
spect to the appointment of conferees or to 
any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill or similar 
legislation that fall within your committee’s 
Rule X jurisdiction. Further, I agree that our 
mutually agreed upon changes to the legisla-
tion will be incorporated into the bill prior 
to floor consideration. Lastly, should a con-
ference on the bill be necessary, I will sup-
port your request for the appropriate ap-
pointment of conferees from the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure during 
any House-Senate conference convened on 
this or related legislation. 

I will place a copy of your letter and this 
response into the Congressional Record dur-

ing consideration of the measure on the 
House floor. 

Sincerely, 
GREG WALDEN, 

Chairman. 
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, EPA’s brownfields pro-

gram has changed the way contami-
nated property is perceived, addressed, 
and managed. I was proud to work with 
the late Republican Congressman Paul 
Gillmor in creating the brownfields 
program back in 2002, and I am proud 
to be here once again today as we bring 
up a bipartisan reauthorization of this 
law. 

I want to thank our Environment 
Subcommittee, Chairman SHIMKUS, 
Ranking Member TONKO, our full com-
mittee chairman, Mr. WALDEN, for all 
their work in getting us to this point 
today, and, also, my colleagues on the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

By almost any metric, the 
brownfields program has been a re-
markable success. Since the program’s 
inception, more than 27,000 contami-
nated sites have been assessed or reme-
diated, allowing communities to create 
new developments. 

Removing public health hazards by 
cleaning up contaminated sites is in-
credibly important for the surrounding 
communities. With financial help from 
the Federal Government, communities 
can clean up contaminated sites and 
prepare them for development for 
parks, commerce, housing, or a number 
of other uses that can benefit a local 
community. 

The EPA has found that cleaning up 
underutilized or abandoned brownfields 
properties reduces health risks, de-
creases pollution, and reduces storm 
water runoff. But this is not just a pro-
gram that provides environmental ben-
efits. It is a job creator that primes the 
pump for local investment and develop-
ment. All told, the brownfields pro-
gram has leveraged over $45 billion in 
investments surrounding these sites 
and almost 130,000 jobs, which is a stun-
ning return on the Federal Govern-
ment’s modest investment in the pro-
gram. 

Simply put, it provides tremendous 
value to the Federal Government and a 
boost to the economy in local commu-
nities. The brownfields program has 
been an incredibly important tool for 
protecting public health and spurring 
economic growth in New Jersey and 
throughout the country. 

The original authorization for the 
program expired in 2006, and while Con-
gress has continued to appropriate re-
sources for the program, funding has 
declined. Last year, there was a ques-
tion as to whether the President would 
request any funding for this important 
program. 

So it is important that we reauthor-
ize the brownfields program. I stress 
the need for continued funding. H.R. 
3017 is a bipartisan bill that reauthor-
izes the program until 2022, at $200 mil-
lion annually, and reinstates a $50 mil-

lion annual authorization for grants to 
assist States and Native American 
Tribes. And it makes important re-
forms to improve the flexibility of the 
brownfields program: authorizing mul-
tipurpose grants; raising the limits for 
grants per site; and removing some 
funding caps in current law. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill also allows EPA 
to reserve as much as $1.5 million in 
brownfields funding each year to assist 
small communities, Tribes, and rural 
or disadvantaged areas. Grants could 
be used for training, research, and 
technical assistance. Additionally, 
H.R. 3017 would require the EPA to 
consider the potential for renewable 
energy production when ranking appli-
cations for brownfields grants to 
incentivize green energy projects. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a com-
promise. I would have liked to include 
more funding for this important pro-
gram, but I believe this bill will im-
prove the program and bolster the Fed-
eral Government in cleaning up these 
sites, and I support the bill, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. WALDEN), the chairman of the full 
committee. 

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 3017, the 
Brownfields Enhancement, Economic 
Redevelopment, and Reauthorization 
Act of 2017, sponsored by our fellow En-
ergy and Commerce Committee mem-
ber, the gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. MCKINLEY). We thank him for his 
leadership on this. 

I especially want to thank JOHN 
SHIMKUS, the chairman of the Environ-
ment Subcommittee, for his leadership 
in getting this done, along with Mr. 
PALLONE and Mr. TONKO, who played 
key roles, along with other members of 
the committee to bring this legislation 
to the floor and bring it here with 
unanimous support from the Energy 
and Commerce Committee. 

What are brownfields? Well, they are 
vacant, underused, and often contami-
nated properties that are a blight on 
local communities across our Nation. 
The EPA’s brownfields program is a 
successful, results-oriented program, 
and it provides grants to assess and 
clean up these polluted areas. 

Since the brownfields program’s in-
ception, more than 27,000 contaminated 
sites have been remediated, allowing 
communities across the country to re-
turn them to productive use. Cleaning 
up brownfields sites increases local tax 
bases, facilitates job growth and wage 
increases, promotes the development of 
new infrastructure, improves and pro-
tects the environment—all really good 
public policy goals. 

Over 129,000 jobs have been leveraged 
because of the brownfields program, 
and almost 70,000 acres have been made 
ready for reuse. The brownfields pro-
gram has leveraged over $24 billion, a 
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significant return on the Federal in-
vestment in the program. I read some-
where it was a 16-to-1 rate of return 
based on Federal investment compared 
to what we get out of the program. 

b 1430 

A 2017 study concluded that cleaning 
up brownfield properties led to a resi-
dential property value increase of up to 
15 percent within a mile of these 
brownfield sites. Another study found 
an estimated $29 million to $97 million 
in additional tax revenues for local 
governments in a single year after the 
cleanup, which is two to seven times 
more than the $12.4 million the EPA 
contributed to the cleanup of those 
brownfields. So, property values go up, 
local tax revenues go up, communities 
are improved, and we create jobs with 
this very important program. 

In my home State of Oregon, we have 
had a very active and effective 
brownfields program, and we have seen 
some great success in my own district. 
The Old Mill District in Bend—which is 
pictured here; this is the site of an old 
lumber mill—was one of those sites. It 
is easy to see—as the debris was here 
and the mill was crumbling and we lost 
all of those jobs—it was transformed 
into this incredible place with great 
recreation. With the reopening of the 
Deschutes River, we have movie thea-
ters and restaurants and offices and 
residential housing all in this complex 
now, and it is a showplace. It is a gem 
of Deschutes County. 

Bend isn’t alone. In The Dalles, 
where I was born, Google broke ground 
on an expansion to their data center 
there on 26 acres of former mill land 
that was cleaned up under this pro-
gram. That expansion of the Google 
data center is a $600 million invest-
ment, expected to create 50 new jobs. 

Also, in my hometown of Hood River, 
the Port of Hood River just finished a 
brownfields cleanup of another former 
mill site. That opened up 12 acres of 
land for future business opportunities 
in the area. 

And in southern Oregon, the city of 
Grants Pass is in the early stages of 
working towards a similar goal. They 
have successfully secured assistance 
through the brownfields program to 
begin planning the cleanup and rede-
velopment of the old Spalding Mill 
site. 

The Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee unanimously voted to move this 
bipartisan legislation out of the com-
mittee. We worked closely with our 
friends and colleagues on the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
to make additional improvements on 
the way to the House floor. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here today be-
cause the authorization for the 
brownfields program expired in 2006. It 
is well past time we do our job as Con-
gress to modernize and reauthorize suc-
cessful programs like this. At the end 
of the day, this bipartisan legislation 
creates jobs, promotes infrastructure 
and economic development, and cleans 

up our communities. It is a winning 
scenario for everyone involved. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues 
who put so much time and effort into 
modernizing this program, and I urge 
them all to support H.R. 3017 as we pass 
it into law. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. TONKO), 
who is the ranking member of the En-
vironment Subcommittee. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New Jersey, our 
ranker, who has done great work on 
this bill, for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today 
represents what we can accomplish 
when we work together for the good of 
our local communities. 

My district includes the confluence 
of the Hudson and Mohawk Rivers. 
These rivers were at the heart of our 
Nation’s early industrialization. Along 
the river banks, factories manufac-
tured carpets, collars, leather goods, 
and many other products. 

Many of those manufacturers have 
since left these mill towns, but the leg-
acy of contaminated land continues, 
and many of those sites remain vacant. 
The contamination, or the perception 
of contamination, makes developers 
avoid investing in these very impor-
tant parcels and properties. Assessing 
and remediating these sites is critical 
for environmental revitalization and 
economic redevelopment. 

The Brownfields Enhancement, Eco-
nomic Redevelopment, and Reauthor-
ization Act would improve an already 
successful EPA program. This legisla-
tion would reauthorize EPA’s 
brownfields program, which expired in 
2006. This would extend the program 
through 2022. 

Since 2002, with EPA’s support, tens 
of thousands of acres of idle land have 
been made ready for productive use, in-
creasing nearby property values and 
helping to preserve greenfields. These 
properties have been brought back onto 
local tax rolls, helping to support local 
economic development. In the process, 
more than 130,000 jobs have been cre-
ated and some $24 billion has been le-
veraged from this Federal investment. 

Local governments are realizing 
that, through this program, we can 
turn a liability into a golden oppor-
tunity; but, unfortunately, there are 
many more sites yet to be assessed or 
remediated. 

More than 450,000 brownfields exist 
across our great country. Many of the 
easiest, low-hanging fruit sites have al-
ready been cleaned up. The more dif-
ficult ones will require more funding. 
In recognition of this, the bill increases 
the maximum individual grant from 
$200,000 to $500,000, which will enable 
more complex sites to be remediated. 

The bill creates multipurpose grants, 
enables nonprofits to receive grants, 
allows a small portion of grants to be 
used to cover administrative costs, and 
makes certain publically owned sites 
eligible for funding. These are impor-

tant improvements to the program, 
supported by a wide array of stake-
holders. 

Strengthening EPA’s brownfields 
program will continue to create jobs, 
remediate contaminated land, and pro-
mote sustainable economic develop-
ment. It is also a key factor in creating 
aesthetics for neighboring parcels, 
thereby enhancing the entire regional 
aspect of certain given regions across 
our communities. This reauthorization 
will give communities the resources, 
the capacity, and, indeed, the flexi-
bility to turn more liabilities into op-
portunities. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the members of 
the majority, including Mr. MCKINLEY; 
Chairman SHIMKUS, who is the Envi-
ronment Subcommittee chair; and 
Chairman WALDEN, who is the Energy 
and Commerce chair; as well as our col-
leagues on the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee for working 
with us to produce this bipartisan bill, 
a golden opportunity for us to come to-
gether, work together, and accomplish. 

Finally, I want to thank the efforts 
of our Energy and Commerce ranker, 
Representative FRANK PALLONE. It was 
his great work that helped us get here 
also. 

I want to also acknowledge the tre-
mendous work done by staff on both 
sides of the aisle. In particular, let me 
please recognize the efforts of Jackie 
Cohen, Rick Kessler, and Jeff Carroll, 
along with other members of the En-
ergy and Commerce minority staff who 
worked so diligently on behalf of this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bipartisan bill. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY), the author of 
this legislation. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I, too, 
rise today in strong support of H.R. 
3017, the Brownfields Enhancement, 
Economic Redevelopment, and Reau-
thorization Act, and I am pleased to be 
a sponsor of this bipartisan effort along 
with my colleagues, Chairman WAL-
DEN, especially Chairman SHIMKUS, and 
Ranking Members Pallone and Tonko 
for their work. I also want to thank the 
work of my colleagues on the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee who also were cosponsors of this 
legislation, Mr. KATKO and Ms. ESTY. 

The bill represents a broad, bipar-
tisan compromise that will reauthorize 
the brownfields program for the first 
time since 2006. In addition to the reau-
thorization, the bill makes several key 
improvements that you have heard 
about here today that will result in 
more brownfield sites being cleaned up 
and returned to productive use. 

A little history can explain why this 
bill was so important to pass. 

When America’s industrial manufac-
turing facilities and factories were 
being constructed, they typically were 
located on prime property along rivers, 
railroads, and roads. But, over the 
years, technologically there were 
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changes that took place that trans-
formed how our economy operates. It 
also had to deal with unfair imports 
coming into America. As a result, 
many companies failed and the sites 
became abandoned. 

Rusting hulks of former factories and 
weed-infested sites have become an 
eyesore and deter investment in down-
town and urban areas. Today, these lo-
cations could still prove to be valuable 
in creating jobs, and that is what our 
prime responsibility is here. We need 
to improve this negative stigma that 
these sites pose to communities and re-
store these brownfields into productive 
resources. 

America has, indeed, been identified 
as having 450,000 brownfield sites 
across the country, but only 27,000 have 
been cleaned up. This reauthorization 
is long overdue. 

One great success story is Pietro 
Fiorentini, a supplier to the natural 
gas industry who recently broke 
ground at a new manufacturing facility 
in Weirton, West Virginia, that was 
cleaned up through the brownfields 
program. Pietro Fiorentini spent 5 
years preparing this site because of the 
level of contamination. 

I especially want to give a shout-out 
to Pat Ford, the executive director of 
the Business Development Corporation 
in the northern panhandle. His efforts 
have been tireless, working to do great 
things like creating jobs in the First 
District of West Virginia. 

His corporation, the Business Devel-
opment Corporation, has already re-
ceived $2.5 million over the years in 
brownfields grants and has leveraged 
those projects into $75 million in pri-
vate sector money. It has resulted in 
over 1,250 new jobs, and another 128 
have been preserved. 

You heard earlier from Chairman 
SHIMKUS, talking about the 16-to-1 
ratio. Pat Ford’s group has a 35-to-1 
ratio. For every dollar that we put in 
for the Federal Government, Pat 
Ford’s group has created $35 of invest-
ment. 

In the future, as businesses develop 
the Appalachian ethane storage hub 
that is under way now in the Appa-
lachian area, these newly reclaimed 
properties will allow for even more in-
dustries and create more jobs through-
out this area. 

This bipartisan bill makes very im-
portant classifications to CERCLA li-
ability and petroleum sites. It expands 
eligibility for nonprofit organizations. 
It, indeed, increases the limit for reme-
diation grants from $200,000 to $500,000. 
It creates the multipurpose grants. 
But, more importantly, it makes it 
easier for small, rural, or disadvan-
taged communities to participate in 
this program. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my 
colleagues on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, however, to fully fund this vi-
tally important brownfields program. 
Although $250 million is authorized, 
the appropriators have only allocated 
$153 million to this program. Con-

sequently, revitalization of these 
former abandoned sites is delayed, and 
they remain a stigma, deterring devel-
opment in our downtown communities. 

Overall, this bipartisan bill—and I 
thank my friends on the other side of 
the aisle for how we are all working to-
gether on this—will make great strides 
toward achieving the goals of getting 
more contaminated sites cleaned up, 
promoting infrastructure, and, impor-
tantly, creating jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO), 
the ranking member of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, we had joint jurisdic-
tion over this legislation, and, for the 
most part, this is a good product. 

I was actually the ranking member 
on the Water Resources and Environ-
ment Subcommittee 16 years ago when 
the initial brownfields legislation 
passed and later became law. We ex-
pected that the targeted reforms and 
Federal grant funds in the initial law 
would spur redevelopment of blighted 
areas and be of great benefit, and we 
were right. It has a proven record of 
success, assisting States and commu-
nities in redevelopment of abandoned 
or underutilized properties, leveraging 
Federal seed money with State, local, 
and private dollars, and creating jobs. 

Now, here is an example. 
In 2013, the city of Eugene, Oregon, 

got a $680,000 brownfield site assess-
ment grant to improve the environ-
ment and spur economic development. 
The city used this funding for the as-
sessment of 15 specific properties and 
for the development of a local redevel-
opment plan. 

One of the results of this work is that 
the Ninkasi Brewery—as co-chair of 
the House Craft Brewers Caucus, I had 
to bring beer into the discussion—now 
sits on the site of a former Eugene 
brownfield. In a decade, they have 100 
employees, and it is sold right here in 
Washington, D.C., today. 

This year, Eugene was selected for an 
additional $500,000 in brownfield site 
assessments. I am hoping that they can 
replicate the success they had with 
their earlier grant from the Federal 
Government. 

I am pleased that we are considering 
this bill to extend the program through 
2022. It will increase the funding limit 
from $200 to $500 per grant, authorize 
EPA to award multipurpose 
brownfields grants for projects con-
sisting of multiple elements, and make 
nonprofit entities eligible for medi-
ation assessment grants under the pro-
gram. It will also allow local govern-
ments to apply for site assessment 
grants for properties acquired prior to 
the creation of the program. 
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Unfortunately, it falls short in two 

areas. The final version of this legisla-

tion that passed committee contained 
a provision ensuring that State and 
local governments that acquire 
brownfields properties continue to take 
steps to protect people from coming 
into contact with contamination on 
the property. In fact, I have a letter 
here from the Conference of Mayors 
where they say they would agree if 
there were two clauses: that they did 
not cause or contribute to the contami-
nation and exercises due care with re-
gard to any known contamination at 
the site. 

Unfortunately, this bill strikes out 
the words ‘‘due care,’’ and with the li-
ability exemption, there is the possi-
bility that properties would be ac-
quired that are dangerous for entry 
that wouldn’t be properly fenced or se-
cured because of removing the ‘‘due 
care.’’ I don’t know why that had to 
come out, since the Conference of May-
ors had supported it. 

Second, nearly every stakeholder 
that testified before our committee 
stated that the current level of funding 
for the program is well below need, so 
we should be increasing the authorized 
and appropriated levels. Again, unfor-
tunately, the bill under consideration 
today only reauthorizes flat funding 
levels for the program, which is, I 
think, a missed opportunity. 

I hope, as we move forward and re-
solve any differences with the Senate, 
that we can make improvements in 
these areas. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the ranking 
member for yielding me time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. WALBERG). 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to start by thanking the chairman, the 
ranking member, as well as committee 
staff for all of their hard work bringing 
this bipartisan bill to the House floor 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, the EPA’s brownfields 
program is an important grant pro-
gram for the State of Michigan and, 
more specifically, the district I rep-
resent, Michigan’s Seventh District. 

Because of Michigan’s rich manufac-
turing history, there are a number of 
former industrial sites that are ripe for 
revitalization. These sites can range 
from large industrial manufacturing 
sites to local corner gas stations. 

This program provides communities 
the chance to take abandoned and va-
cant sites and once again turn them 
into economic assets, all the while 
cleaning up our beautiful environment. 

Just this summer, the EPA an-
nounced that the historic former Te-
cumseh Products site in Tecumseh, 
Michigan, received a $500,000 grant to 
revitalize this 53-acre industrial site. 
This $500,000 grant will go towards 
cleaning up the former manufacturing 
facility site and create more jobs in the 
process. 

In Monroe, the brownfields program 
played a key role in restoring land for 
the River Raisin National Battlefield 
Park, which is one of the leading his-
toric attractions in our area, and one 
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that I am delighted to say I was in-
volved with former Congressman John 
Dingell in making an impact for this 
great district. 

The positive impact for these com-
munities and many others is invalu-
able. Revitalizing these blighted areas 
encourages economic redevelopment, 
injects new tax revenue into our local 
economy, and assists local govern-
ments with the support they need to 
address these projects. 

H.R. 3017 reauthorizes the vital 
brownfields program so that more posi-
tive work can be done in Michigan and 
in every one of our districts. I urge my 
colleagues to support this bipartisan 
legislation. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL). 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 3017, the Brownfields 
Enhancement, Economic Redevelop-
ment, and Reauthorization Act of 2017. 

The bill before us today is a good bi-
partisan, compromise bill that will re-
authorize $250 million in funding for 
the brownfields program under the En-
vironmental Protection Agency for 
each fiscal year through 2021. 

The EPA’s brownfields program has a 
long history of empowering States, 
local communities, and other stake-
holders to work together to prevent 
contaminated sites from endangering 
public health and the environment. 

Brownfields grants continue to serve 
as the foundation of the EPA’s 
brownfields program. These grants sup-
port revitalization efforts by funding 
environmental assessments, cleanup, 
and job training activities nationwide. 

Additionally, this bill makes a num-
ber of overall improvements to the law 
that will strengthen brownfields reme-
diation into the future. 

In 2013, the Downriver Community 
Conference in my district received a 
brownfields funding grant to clear out 
asbestos and other hazardous materials 
from a hangar at the Willow Run Air-
port. Once the original home of Rosie 
the Riveters during World War II, 
today the site of the Arsenal of Democ-
racy is now the home of the American 
Center for Mobility, a national DOT 
proving ground for the testing and vali-
dation of connected and automated ve-
hicles, autonomous vehicles. 

There are many success stories like 
this one and all across the country that 
would not have been possible without 
brownfields grant funding. This mat-
ters. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank every member 
of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee for working across the aisle to 
find a bipartisan way forward on reau-
thorization. We need to do more of 
this. 

This program has proved its merits 
again and again and has historically 
had strong bipartisan support. It is my 
sincere hope this will carry over to to-
day’s vote and will continue through 
the appropriations process. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 

Jersey (Mr. LANCE), a member of the 
Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the great 
work of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee on the Brownfields En-
hancement, Economic Redevelopment, 
and Reauthorization Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman SHIM-
KUS for leading another environmental 
victory to the House floor. 

The brownfields program has worked 
and it must be reauthorized. Over 59,000 
sites nationwide and 419 in New Jersey 
have been transformed by remediation 
and redevelopment, freeing our land 
and water of harmful chemicals and 
other hazards. This is a tremendous 
win for environmental protection, eco-
nomic development, and for commu-
nities that have struggled with con-
taminated sites. 

In the district I serve, facilities in 
Dover, East Amwell, Phillipsburg, 
Roxbury, and Somerville are slated for 
revitalization. 

This public-private partnership has 
been a winning formula, as the 
brownfields program has already 
prompted $22 billion in private invest-
ment across this Nation, a major re-
turn on a minimal, though important, 
Federal investment. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
this important legislation. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire how much time remains on 
both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 161⁄2 min-
utes. The gentleman from Illinois has 
131⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), 
the ranking member of the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, the brownfields 
program has been a notable success in 
our Nation’s history, and I want to ap-
plaud all of the members of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee as well as 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee for supporting this legisla-
tion. 

The brownfields program has helped 
to transform and clean up countless 
abandoned, idled, or potentially con-
taminated commercial and industrial 
sites all across the United States. 
These once blighted areas within our 
communities are now valuable tracts of 
land thanks to the brownfields pro-
gram. 

As a Congresswoman from north 
Texas, I have seen firsthand the bene-
fits that brownfields redevelopment 
brings to a community. A 72-acre site 
in my district now known as Victory 
Park was transformed by the 
brownfields program from an industrial 
wasteland populated by an old paint 
factory and an abandoned packing 
house. Since then, and thanks in large 
part to the brownfields program, this 
same plot is now home to the American 
Airlines Center and other retail and 

commercial space and high-level hous-
ing. 

This is just one example in my con-
gressional district and across the coun-
try of how successful we can be in con-
verting depressed, decaying areas into 
vibrant economic and cultural centers 
that can increase employment and pro-
ductivity in a region, placing sites on 
the tax roll rather than the tax dole. 

This is why I stand together with my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support H.R. 3017. 

The bill will take the important step 
to reauthorize brownfields approval 
through 2022. While the bill represents 
a flat reauthorization, it makes crucial 
changes to the program that will im-
prove the way States, cities, counties, 
and other stakeholders are able to uti-
lize brownfields sites. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope we will support 
this legislation. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. KATKO), a cosponsor of the 
legislation and also a major leader on 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, rep-
resenting central New York, the issue 
of blighted properties and contami-
nated land that remain from previous 
industrial hubs is all too familiar to 
me. 

The brownfields program has been 
pivotal in the redevelopment and reuse 
of previously uninhabitable and unus-
able properties throughout my district. 

Earlier this year, I worked with Con-
gresswoman ESTY to advance 
brownfields reauthorization legislation 
through the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee. I am proud to 
now see this bipartisan comprehensive 
bill advancing through the House. 

This measure contains many of the 
important reforms authored by Rep-
resentative ESTY and myself, including 
language clarifying liability for local 
governments and lease holders, and ex-
panding eligibility to assessments and 
remediation grants. 

These provisions are intended to in-
crease the effectiveness of brownfields 
grants and will lead to faster cleanups. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Con-
gresswoman ESTY, Chairman SHUSTER 
of the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, his staff, and Rep-
resentative MCKINLEY for working to 
advance this important legislation to 
preserve and enhance this critical pro-
gram. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. NAPOLITANO). 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mr. PALLONE and Mr. SHIMKUS 
for their hard work. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise 
today in support of the Environmental 
Protection Agency’s brownfields pro-
gram, H.R. 3017, a highly successful 
program by all accounts. 

In the past two Congresses, the Sub-
committee on Water Resources and En-
vironment has evaluated the program 
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in multiple hearings. What we have 
learned each time is that the program 
continues operating, as it has since its 
creation, very efficiently and success-
fully. 

Data provided by the EPA shows 
that, since its inception, the 
brownfields program has leveraged 
more than 122,800 jobs and over $23.6 
billion in cleanup and redevelopment 
funding. For every dollar of 
brownfields funding—Federal funding— 
more than 16 other public and private 
dollars are leveraged on a national 
level, and more than eight jobs are le-
veraged for every $100,000 of EPA 
brownfields funds expended. 

It is undeniable that this program is 
working as it should and that commu-
nities across the Nation are benefiting 
from the investment of the Federal 
dollars in this program. 

The changes made to the program in 
this bill before the House today will 
improve it and increase the flexibility 
with which communities will be able to 
utilize the program. 

Although I support the bill, I am puz-
zled by this body’s reluctance to in-
crease the funding for a very successful 
program for the brownfields. This pro-
gram’s successes have been continually 
hindered by insufficient funds, as you 
have heard from other speakers. 

By the EPA’s own estimates, over 
the past 5 years, funding deficiencies 
have caused 1,676 viable proposals to go 
unfunded. These sites are not only sit-
ting idle and unproductive, but we are 
missing out on the return on the in-
vestment that these sites could realize. 
In fact, had these proposals received 
funding, it is estimated those grants 
would have leveraged approximately 
54,680 jobs and over $10.3 billion in pub-
lic and private financing. 

This begs the question: Why aren’t 
we investing more in the redevelop-
ment of brownfields space? 

If this is the success rate of an under-
funded program, imagine the potential 
economic impact and potential for job 
creation that could come from fully 
funding the program. 

Nevertheless, the program received 
bipartisan support, and I am pleased to 
support the legislation to reauthorize 
the program and improve its success. 

I also plan to continue working on 
the issue of ensuring that local govern-
ments maintain their existing obliga-
tion to exercise care in preventing po-
tential exposure of our citizens to haz-
ardous substances found on brownfields 
sites. 

b 1500 

In reconciling the differences be-
tween H.R. 3017 and H.R. 1758—the 
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure’s reported brownfields re-
authorization bill—a provision in H.R. 
1758 requiring communities to main-
tain an appropriate level of care in as-
sociation with the liability protections 
was dropped from the bill. 

I will continue to push for the res-
toration of this protection, and will 

continue to move through Congress. 
Again, I support the program. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GIBBS), who is a member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 3017, the Brownfields 
Enhancement, Economic Redevelop-
ment, and Reauthorization Act of 2017. 

There is bipartisan support for the 
EPA program that proves when the 
Federal-State partnership operates as 
intended, work gets done. 

Brownfields cleanup and redevelop-
ment benefits the environment, the 
community, and the local economy. 
This legislation reauthorizes the 
brownfields program and expands eligi-
bility for nonprofit organizations to re-
ceive grants. 

In my home State of Ohio, the 
brownfields program has leveraged 
over $1 billion for property revitaliza-
tion. In my district specifically, 
brownfields funding was used to restore 
a former industrial manufacturing site, 
now used as Chesapeake Energy Com-
pany’s office complex. 

I thank the sponsors for introducing 
this bill and I urge my colleagues to 
support its passage. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. ESTY). 

Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the Brownfields 
Enhancement, Economic Redevelop-
ment, and Reauthorization Act of 2017. 

I want to thank my colleagues on the 
Energy and Commerce Committee, 
Congressman MCKINLEY and Congress-
man PALLONE, for their bipartisan 
work to advance a brownfields reau-
thorization bill to the floor today. 

I also want to thank my friend and 
colleague, Congressman KATKO, for his 
partnership in working with me to 
drive the momentum behind the 
brownfields remediation authorization 
in the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here today to 
pass a bill that is a win-win for our cit-
ies and towns all across America. The 
bill before us today increases the fund-
ing and makes important changes to 
the EPA’s brownfields program, 
changes that are 15 years in the mak-
ing. 

Since 2002, the EPA’s brownfields 
program has been an engine for job cre-
ation and economic growth in every 
single congressional district across this 
country. We have cleaned up local eye-
sores and contaminated sites, putting 
these properties back onto the tax 
rolls. That is good for the economy and 
it is good for the environment. 

In essence, brownfields grants help us 
do the ultimate recycling, the recy-
cling of land. This bill makes impor-
tant changes to make the brownfields 
program work even better. It allows 
grants to be used for assessments. It al-
lows grants to be used by nonprofits, 
and for multipurpose grants, and it in-

creases the grant limits from $200,000 
to $500,000 per project. 

In Waterbury, Connecticut, they will 
now be able to use grants previously 
that they could not use to put valuable 
land back into productive use. 

In the cities of New Britain and Meri-
den, they will now be able to use Fed-
eral funding for multipurpose grants. 
Previously they have had to rely on 
State and local money to do these im-
portant transformative projects in our 
former industrial powerhouses across 
the northeast. 

My district alone has 66 EPA-identi-
fied brownfields sites. And with over 
450,000 remaining brownfields sites 
across the country, the need for more 
brownfields funding and for greater 
flexibility is manifest and important to 
every Member of this Chamber. 

For every acre of brownfields that is 
redeveloped, approximately 10 jobs are 
created. Let me repeat that: 10 jobs. 

Our voters send us here to get things 
done. They want us to make our towns 
more beautiful and safer, and they 
want us to create jobs, and this bill 
does both. So I am very proud of the bi-
partisan work and dual committee 
work to bring this important bill to 
the floor after 15 years. 

It is an opportunity for us to show to 
the American people that bipartisan-
ship works and committees work when 
we are allowed to do our work to-
gether. So, again, I want to thank my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
and both committees for their wonder-
ful work here today. It is a win for 
America. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. FASO), a member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

(Mr. FASO asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FASO. Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. 
SHIMKUS for his leadership in this re-
gard. I thank the Speaker and my col-
leagues for the opportunity to speak in 
support of H.R. 3017, the Brownfields 
Enhancement, Economic Redevelop-
ment, and Reauthorization Act. 

Mr. Speaker, like many of my col-
leagues, my district has numerous 
former industrial sites that have bene-
fited directly from brownfields grant 
funding. 

Shortly after the program was au-
thorized, the EPA selected the City of 
Oneonta as a recipient of a $200,000 
brownfields assessment grant to pre-
pare reuse plans for a 100-acre heavy 
industrial area. This modest assess-
ment grant helped accelerate ongoing 
efforts to support site enhancement by 
providing essential financial support to 
the city. 

Similarly, Montgomery County has 
been able to utilize designations to as-
sist it in the redevelopment of the 
former Beech-Nut manufacturing facil-
ity in the Village of Canajoharie. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer my full support 
for this bipartisan legislation because 
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it works to better the lives of families 
and communities throughout my dis-
trict and across America. I urge all my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support this critical legislation. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
enter into a colloquy. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, the bill 
we are voting on today makes several 
important changes to the brownfields 
law that will result in more contami-
nated sites being cleaned up. 

The changes we are making also 
bring more parties into the process by 
clarifying their eligibility to receive 
funding under the brownfields program, 
including making nonprofit entities el-
igible to receive all forms of 
brownfields funding. 

Unfortunately, the Environmental 
Protection Agency provided us tech-
nical assistance a week ago, telling us 
that the definition we used for how to 
delineate which nonprofit organiza-
tions should be included was too lim-
ited, and would exclude a number of 
important organizations that the EPA 
currently provides funding to through 
the brownfields program, including the 
Association of State and Territorial 
Solid Waste Management Officials, 
commonly known as ASTSWMO, and 
other entities organized under section 
501(c)(6) of the Internal Revenue Code 
that are involved in the cleanup of 
brownfields sites around the country. 

We need to address this issue as this 
process moves forward. We need to fig-
ure out how to ensure that these orga-
nizations do not lose the funding that 
they rely on to make significant con-
tributions to the brownfields program. 

Does the gentleman agree? 
Mr. PALLONE. Yes. And I thank the 

gentleman for raising this drafting 
issue. The bill’s provisions on nonprofit 
entities were meant to reflect the 
EPA’s current practice. It now appears 
that we have inadvertently excluded 
some organizations that receive grants 
under that current practice. 

It is unfortunate that the technical 
assistance bringing this issue to our at-
tention was provided so late in the 
process, but I hope we can work to-
gether to ensure that the EPA is pro-
viding testimony and technical assist-
ance in a much more timely fashion 
moving forward. 

So I want to thank the gentleman for 
working with Democrats to develop 
this legislation, which will provide sig-
nificant environmental and public 
health benefits. I believe we can con-
tinue to work together as we move this 
bill into law to address this drafting 
issue. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. I thank the gen-
tleman for his courtesies. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. POLIQUIN). 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to speak on this 
very important bill. 

Mr. Speaker, Maine is vacationland. 
We have a population in Maine of only 
1.3 million people, but every year we 
have about 40 million visitors to our 
great State. 

We have thousands of sparkling, 
clean lakes and ponds, hundreds of 
miles of swift-running rivers, and we 
have 3,600 miles of stunningly beautiful 
coastline. I have never, ever, met any-
body who has vacationed in Maine who 
did not leave without a smile. It is just 
a great place to live and bring up kids. 

Now, the tourist industry employs 
about 150,000 people directly in the 
State of Maine, and it is critical that 
we have a pristine environment in 
Maine to further this industry. 

Mr. Speaker, during the past 40 
years, sadly, most of our paper mills, 
our textile mills, and our shoe factories 
in the great State of Maine have closed 
and, in many cases, they have left be-
hind contaminated brownfields con-
taminated with heavy metals and 
chemicals. 

Now, those of us who have been 
blessed with children know how criti-
cally important their health is. My 
mother is 89 and had a great career as 
a nurse, and we grew up in our house 
with taking care of others. I raised my 
son as a single parent, taking care of 
my son. I understand how much easier 
it is to stay healthy and be healthy if 
you are in a clean environment. 

Mr. Speaker, that is why H.R. 3017 is 
so important. It makes sure that we 
provide funding to clean up polluted 
contaminated brownfields industrial 
sites. 

Mr. Speaker, since 1994, hundreds of 
brownfields across this great country 
have been cleaned up. When they are 
cleaned up, they are often repurposed 
into athletic fields, schools, and hos-
pitals. This, at the same time, 
strengthens our local communities be-
cause they are put back, in many 
cases, on the property tax rolls, if they 
are a private sector development. 

In the town of Millinocket, right 
smack in the middle of my district, 
Miller’s Department Store is an old 
building, decaying and full of mold, 
and it is being benefited from a grant 
from this brownfields program. 

The T.W. Dick property in Gardiner, 
in central Maine, used to be a steel fab-
ricator. It is now contaminated with 
heavy metals and is experiencing a new 
life because of this program. 

Mr. Speaker, cleaning up our envi-
ronment to help our kids stay safe and 
healthy should not ever be a partisan 
issue. This is as bipartisan as you could 
possibly find. That is why, Mr. Speak-
er, I am encouraging Republicans and 
Democrats alike to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 
3017. Let’s do something common 
sense, provide the funding to clean up 
these brownfields sites and repurpose 
this land for the betterment of our 
families. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no additional speakers, so I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to close by 
talking about how important this pro-
gram has been to our Nation and, in 
particular, to my home State, since it 
was created back in 2002. 

New Jersey has too many of these 
types of contaminated sites, and we 
need Federal help to clean them up and 
redevelop them. 

For example, a former Dupont prop-
erty on the waterfront in Carteret is 
being redeveloped to be a ferry ter-
minal to carry commuters to New York 
City. That site is a great example of 
how a redeveloped brownfields site can 
be beneficial for the community. 

Asbury Park, another town in my 
district, received two substantial Fed-
eral brownfields grants last year. One 
of those grants is being used to assess 
eight contaminated sites and prepare 
two cleanup plans. The other grant is 
going to assessing and redeveloping 
sites around the train station and the 
downtown area that were contami-
nated with petroleum. 

Just this week, I visited another 
brownfields site being redeveloped in 
my district, the Woodbridge Water-
front Park. When completed, the wa-
terfront park will include approxi-
mately 30 acres of restored wetlands, 
walking trails, a boardwalk over-
looking the wetlands, and a viewing 
platform on the Raritan River. So Fed-
eral funds through the brownfields pro-
gram help make these projects happen. 

The brownfields program is proof 
that having a strong economy and pro-
tecting the environment is not an ei-
ther/or issue. We can have both. 

I am pleased to support this bipar-
tisan bill. I would urge all of my col-
leagues to vote for it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am just going to sum up, too, with 
thanking my ranking member of the 
full committee, Mr. PALLONE; obvi-
ously, my ranking member on the sub-
committee, Mr. TONKO; the associated 
staffs on both that had been mentioned 
numerous times. They did a lot of work 
in this process. It was good to get to 
know the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee a little bit better, 
and we look forward to working with 
them more. 

b 1515 

Mr. PALLONE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SHIMKUS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I forgot 
to thank some of the staff who worked 
so hard on this on my side of the aisle: 
Jaqueline Cohen, who is sitting here; 
Rick Kessler; Tuley Wright; Mary Mar-
tin; and I know there were others. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy to yield the time to the gen-
tleman. They tell me what to do some-
times, also, even on that side of the 
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aisle; so, happy to yield. I just want to 
thank them. 

Mr. Speaker, everybody has examples 
of brownfields in their district 
throughout the State. They are all 
pretty good stories about returning 
them to productive use. 

I have one produced by the EPA from 
Danville, Illinois. There are eight sites. 
We can go through them. 

The point is, here is a successful pro-
gram that we have authorized. Our ap-
propriators helped appropriate money 
that really leverages a little bit of Fed-
eral dollars with private or local com-
munity dollars to bring these locations 
back to productive use. It is a good ef-
fort. 

Mr. Speaker, we have got other 
things on the horizon to work together 
on. I enjoyed the opportunity to do 
that. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues, 
I ask them to vote yes on the bill, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of H.R. 3017, the Brownfields 
Enhancement, Economic Redevelopment, and 
Reauthorization Act. 

This legislation will strengthen the 
Brownfields Program, an important program 
created by Congress and the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency in 2002 that assists 
communities with the cleanup of brownfields 
sites and encourages economic redevelop-
ment. 

The EPA has estimated that there are 
450,000 brownfield sites nationwide. Through 
the lifetime of the program, nearly 64,000 
acres have been revitalized. Every federal dol-
lar spent on rehabilitating brownfields 
leverages over $16 on average. To date, the 
Brownfields Program has leveraged nearly 
$24 billion and created over 124,000 jobs 
across the United States. 

Houston is home to one of the country’s 
best known brownfields success stories, 
Minute Maid Park, home of the World Series 
Champion Houston Astros. Minute Maid Park 
was built on a former 38-acre brownfield site 
in Downtown Houston. 

Our district, which is home to dozens of 
abandoned and former industrial sites in need 
of environmental cleanup and redevelopment, 
needs to see the expansion of the Brownfields 
Program so we can have more success sto-
ries like Minute Maid Park. 

I hope that appropriators will fully fund the 
Brownfields Program at the authorized levels 
set in this bill, including $200 million annually 
for grants to assess and clean up brownfields 
properties and $50 million annually for grants 
to assist states and Indian tribes establish and 
enhance their own cleanup programs. We 
have seen funding for Brownfields drop stead-
ily in recent years, which has impacted local 
communities’ ability to assess and clean up 
sites in Texas and around the country. 

This legislation received strong bipartisan 
support in the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee and passed by voice vote. 

I ask all of my colleagues to join me and 
vote in support of the Brownfields Enhance-
ment, Economic Redevelopment, and Reau-
thorization Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). All time for debate has ex-
pired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 631, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Lasky, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 228. An act to amend the Indian Em-
ployment, Training and Related Services 
Demonstration Act of 1992 to facilitate the 
ability of Indian tribes to integrate the em-
ployment, training, and related services 
from diverse Federal sources, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed bills of the following 
titles in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 245. An act to amend the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self Determination 
Act of 2005, and for other purposes. 

S. 254. An act to amend the Native Amer-
ican Programs Act of 1974 to provide flexi-
bility and reauthorization to ensure the sur-
vival and continuing vitality of Native 
American languages. 

S. 302. An act to enhance tribal road safe-
ty, and for other purposes. 

S. 343. An act to repeal obsolete laws relat-
ing to Indians. 

S. 669. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to assess sanitation and safety 
conditions at Bureau of Indian Affairs facili-
ties that were constructed to provide af-
fected Columbia River Treaty tribes access 
to traditional fishing grounds and expend 
funds on construction of facilities and struc-
tures to improve those conditions, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 772. An act to amend the PROJECT Act 
to make Indian tribes eligible for AMBER 
Alert grants. 

S. 825. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain property to the Southeast 
Alaska Regional Health Consortium located 
in Sitka, Alaska, and for other purposes. 

S. 1285. An act to allow the Confederated 
Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw 
Indians, the Confederated Tribes of the 
Grand Ronde Community of Oregon, the Con-
federated Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon, 
the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs, 
the Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of In-
dians, the Klamath Tribes, and the Burns 
Paiute Tribes to lease or transfer certain 
lands. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to provisions of Public Law 
115–77, the Chair, on behalf of the Ma-
jority Leader, appoints the following 
individuals to the Frederick Douglass 
Bicentennial Commission: 

Kay Cole James of Virginia. 
Star Parker of California. 

f 

ENSURING A QUALIFIED CIVIL 
SERVICE ACT OF 2017 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 4182. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 635 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4182. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1518 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4182) to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to 
modify probationary periods with re-
spect to positions within the competi-
tive service and the Senior Executive 
Service, and for other purposes, with 
Mr. SIMPSON in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
General debate shall not exceed 1 

hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
COMER) and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, highly skilled Federal 
employees are essential to a govern-
ment that serves its citizens. Skilled 
Federal workers ensure that functions 
of government, from delivering mail to 
protecting the homeland, are carried 
out successfully. 

Federal jobs and the skills required 
to perform them vary significantly 
across government. Some employees 
review patents, some work in human 
resources, and others work in law en-
forcement. 

While the jobs, skills, and training 
required may be different from job to 
job, the expectation that the Federal 
Government hires qualified candidates 
is universal. 

One tool agencies and managers have 
to ensure a qualified workforce is the 
probationary period—a period of time 
used to evaluate whether a new hire 
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can effectively perform the duties of 
the position. 

Under current law, most new hires 
are required to complete a proba-
tionary period of 1 year before receiv-
ing full employment status. Most new 
employees complete the probationary 
period and are hired as permanent em-
ployees. 

New employees who fail to dem-
onstrate that they are a good fit for 
the position, however, are transitioned 
out of government during the proba-
tionary period, but the current 1-year 
trial period is not sufficient for com-
plex Federal occupations. Potential 
employees deserve ample time to learn 
about the job and demonstrate they are 
able to perform all critical aspects of a 
Federal position, and supervisors de-
serve ample time to evaluate new 
hires. 

What is a manager supposed to do in 
this case? Does the supervisor take a 
gamble and offer permanent status to 
an untested employee or risk missing 
out on a potentially skilled employee? 
This is a real dilemma. Supervisors 
throughout the Federal workforce have 
described this exact scenario in their 
advocacy for this bill. 

According to the Government Man-
agers Coalition, managers tend to err 
on the side of releasing borderline em-
ployees in cases like this, and it can be 
a very frustrating decision for them to 
make. They have already devoted a sig-
nificant amount of time and resources 
into training the new hire. 

However, managers would rather not 
risk hiring an employee who is on the 
fence at the end of a probationary pe-
riod. This is because a manager is pret-
ty much stuck with an employee after 
the probationary period. It is difficult 
to remove a permanent employee for 
poor performance or misconduct. 

According to the Government Ac-
countability Office, the procedural hur-
dles to removing a permanent em-
ployee can take from 6 months to 1 
year. The evidence is clear, the proba-
tionary period needs to be extended. 

In 2015, the GAO reported that chief 
human capital officers throughout the 
Federal Government would benefit 
from an extension of the probationary 
period, especially in occupations which 
are complex or difficult to assess. Fed-
eral manager groups have been asking 
for a longer probationary period for 
years. 

In congressional testimony earlier 
this year, the national president of the 
Federal Managers Association, Renee 
Johnson said: ‘‘FMA advocates extend-
ing the probationary period. This 
would benefit both the government and 
employees by allowing supervisors to 
make decisions based on the employ-
ees’ performance as fully trained em-
ployees—not just guessing at how they 
will perform after the training is com-
pleted.’’ 

The Government Managers Coalition, 
a group of five organizations that rep-
resent the interests of over 200,000 su-
pervisors, managers, and executives 

serving throughout the Federal Gov-
ernment, supports an extension of the 
probationary period. 

I include in the RECORD a letter of 
support from the Government Man-
agers Coalition signed by the heads of 
the FAA Managers Association, Fed-
eral Managers Association, Profes-
sional Managers Association, National 
Council of Social Security Manage-
ment Associations, and Senior Execu-
tives Association; and a letter from the 
Professional Managers Association. 

GOVERNMENT MANAGERS COALITION, 
November 29, 2017. 

UNITED STATES CONGRESS, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: We write on behalf 
of the Government Managers Coalition 
(GMC), which is comprised of five major fed-
eral sector professional associations collec-
tively representing the interests of over 
200,000 supervisors, managers, and executives 
serving throughout the federal government. 

Our coalition is supportive of H.R. 4182, the 
Ensuring a Qualified Civil Service Act of 2017 
(the EQUALS Act), introduced by Represent-
ative James Comer. We appreciate Rep. 
Comer’s efforts to take the lead on this im-
portant legislation and the consideration 
earlier this month by the House Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee. The 
GMC has advocated for an extended proba-
tionary period for over a decade. We encour-
age you to support the measure when it 
comes to the floor later this week. 

The EQUALS Act would grant agencies the 
authority to extend the probationary period 
for competitive service appointments and su-
pervisors. In addition, this legislation would 
align appointments under competitive and 
senior executive service with the two-year 
trial period served under excepted service ap-
pointments, bringing consistency to hiring 
throughout government. 

Extension of the probationary period is 
supported by a 2015 Government Account-
ability Office (GAO) report, GAO–15–191. 
Chief Human Capital Officers (CHCO) com-
mented to GAO that often supervisors within 
federal departments and agencies are not 
given sufficient time to accurately review 
performance before the probationary period 
is complete. The CHCO recommended an ex-
tension of the probationary period to the 
GAO in order to accurately assess an em-
ployee’s abilities in the federal workforce. In 
addition, Congress has already approved a 
two-year probationary period for employees 
at the Department of Defense, as part of the 
Fiscal Year 2016 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act (NDAA), P.L. 114–92. 

The GMC’s mission is to promote good gov-
ernment initiatives that foster effectiveness 
and efficiency throughout the federal gov-
ernment. We believe that this legislation 
will allow employees sufficient time on the 
job to demonstrate their abilities as well as 
allow for proper assessment. The measure 
will also ensure that supervisors have the op-
portunity and authority to fulfill their per-
formance management responsibilities that 
may not be feasible under the current one- 
year probationary period. 

The current one-year probationary period 
is often insufficient to assess an employee’s 
performance in more technical and complex 
jobs, of which there are many in the federal 
government, and may in fact place an em-
ployee at risk of termination before having 
had the opportunity to effectively dem-
onstrate their abilities. The reality is that 
many technical jobs require agency class-
room training, mentoring and on-the-job 
training for employees to become proficient. 
Often, the supervisor does not see the em-

ployee during those times, and is unable to 
observe the employee’s performance. In 
front-line public service roles, such as with 
the Social Security Administration (SSA) or 
the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), employ-
ees must not only learn material, but also 
need to be able to effectively interact with 
citizens. The EQUALS Act would ensure that 
employees are provided with the opportunity 
to not only receive training, but also to ef-
fectively demonstrate their abilities. Ex-
tending the probationary period will in no 
way penalize an employee who is performing 
well and progressing in their training and re-
sponsibilities. 

The GMC would appreciate your support of 
this legislation. In light of ongoing agency 
reorganization efforts, it is now more impor-
tant than ever to ensure federal managers 
making personnel decisions have a com-
prehensive toolset available that represents 
both flexibility for agencies and fairness for 
affected federal employees. We look forward 
to passage of this legislation, as well as 
other commonsense federal workforce reform 
bills resulting in an improved federal govern-
ment that can better serve the American 
public. Should you require additional infor-
mation or want to discuss this issue further, 
please contact Rachel A. Emmons with the 
National Council of Social Security Manage-
ment Associations (NCSSMA). 

Sincerely, 
ANDY TAYLOR, 

President, FAA Man-
agers Association. 

RENEE M. JOHNSON, 
President, Federal 

Managers Associa-
tion. 

THOMAS R. BURGER, 
Executive Director, 

Professional Man-
agers Association. 

CHRISTOPHER DETZLER, 
President, National 

Council of Social Se-
curity, Management 
Association. 

BILL VALDEZ, 
President, Senior Ex-

ecutives Association. 

PROFESSIONAL MANAGERS ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, November 29, 2017. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: The Professional 
Managers Association (PMA) represents the 
interests of professional managers, manage-
ment officials, and non-bargaining unit em-
ployees in the Internal Revenue Service 
(IRS) and other federal agencies. On behalf 
of PMA’s members, I write in support of H.R. 
4182, the Ensuring a Qualified Civil Service 
Act of 2017 (the EQUALS Act), introduced by 
Representative James Comer, and to offer a 
specific example—Revenue Agents at the 
IRS—for an example of a federal job that 
would benefit from an extended probationary 
period. PMA also signed onto a letter with 
our colleagues with the Government Man-
agers Coalition (GMC) expressing our collec-
tive support for the EQUALS Act. 

Following their hiring, IRS Revenue 
Agents go through an extensive training 
process that includes classes in tax law and 
procedures. They begin by learning the ba-
sics and the laws that deal with individuals, 
starting with several weeks of classroom 
training before moving on to work on actual 
cases in taxpayer service. After that, they 
move onto Schedule Cs and Partnerships, fol-
lowing the same process, but with less time 
spent in the classroom. They then return to 
the field or office for on-the job training 
with those types of cases. Once they have 
completed this portion of training, they are 
assigned to an office where they receive an 
inventory of cases to work on. At this time, 
they are evaluated on each case they close. 
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All of this is just within the first year of 

training. In year two—if they are lucky—the 
agent will be sent to classes for small and 
then large corporations. Once the classroom 
training is completed, they are assigned 
more training cases. Again, each case closed 
is rated and evaluated based on all aspects: 
tax law interpretation, case write up, meet 
and deal qualities, etc. 

There should also be managerial mentoring 
completed during this training process. The 
manager is meant to go on visits to observe 
how the agent deals with the taxpayer and 
how they are doing with regards to case 
write-ups. Yet, while managers are intended 
to be involved throughout the training proc-
ess, many are spread extremely thin and 
may be forced to make a decision not in the 
best interest of the government or the agent. 
A longer probationary period would give 
managers more time to make an accurate 
decision on whether or not an individual is 
able to perform the necessary duties of an ef-
ficient, effective agent. 

Two years of training is a very costly proc-
ess, but it is costlier to make a hasty deci-
sion and keep an employee that would not be 
an asset to the organization or would be un-
able to best serve the public. I urge Members 
to support the EQUALS Act. 

Sincerely, 
THOMAS R. BURGER, 

Executive Director. 

Mr. COMER. In the letter, the coali-
tion members write that they have 
‘‘advocated for an extended proba-
tionary period for over a decade,’’ and 
that this legislation will allow employ-
ees sufficient time on the job to dem-
onstrate their abilities as well as allow 
for proper assessment. 

The individuals they represent see 
the difficulties associated with the cur-
rent system in their day-to-day lives. 
They understand the problems associ-
ated with the arbitrary nature of the 
current 1-year probationary period. 

The EQUALS Act addresses these 
problems and moves toward a system 
better suited for the modern workforce. 
The bill will extend the probationary 
period for new hires in the competitive 
service and initial appointments for 
managers to 2 years after the comple-
tion of formal training or licensure. 

The concept of a 2-year probationary 
period is not new. Congress extended 
the probationary period for new hires 
at the Department of Defense to 2 
years in 2015. This bill brings the rest 
of the government in line with the De-
partment of Defense standards. The 
EQUALS Act also recognizes the vari-
ety of positions and training require-
ments throughout the Federal Govern-
ment. The EQUALS Act requires the 2- 
year period to begin upon the conclu-
sion of the formal training or licensure 
process. 

This is important, because under cur-
rent law, time spent in training counts 
against the probationary period. This 
means that a Federal job with long 
training, by the time a probationary 
employee completes the training, the 
supervisor often has little or no time 
to evaluate the employee’s perform-
ance. 

For example, training for new hires 
at the Internal Revenue Service takes 1 
year. By the time a new IRS employee 

completes training, the manager has to 
make a decision whether to keep the 
employee without having seen the em-
ployee do the job. 

As Ms. Johnson testified before Con-
gress: ‘‘New employees must often mas-
ter broad and complex policies and pro-
cedures to meet their agencies’ mis-
sions, necessitating several months of 
formal training followed by long peri-
ods of on-the-job instruction. In occu-
pations where training takes substan-
tial time, supervisors may only have a 
few months of work to judge employ-
ees’ performance.’’ 

According to data from the Office of 
Personnel Management, most formal 
training programs last less than 1 
month. For those positions, the inclu-
sion of formal training in the proba-
tionary period does not do any harm. 

However, for those positions that 
have long training periods, the 
EQUALS Act will make a big dif-
ference. The EQUALS Act also helps 
ensure managers are doing their jobs. 
Under the bill, agencies must notify su-
pervisors prior to the completion of a 
probationary period so that the super-
visor is reminded to make a decision 
about a probationary employee. 

The bill also requires agencies to cer-
tify that an employee has successfully 
completed a probationary period and to 
provide justification for that decision. 

Mr. Chairman, in closing, I want to 
make sure we are clear about what the 
EQUALS Act does and does not do. The 
EQUALS Act does not remove or 
change any due process rights for pro-
bationary period employees. Proba-
tionary employees will still have due 
process protections. Probationary em-
ployees have access to the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission, 
the Merit Systems Protection Board, 
and the Office of Special Counsel. Each 
of those offices are empowered to hear 
appeals from probationary employees, 
and that will not change when H.R. 
4182 becomes law. 

This bill is a much-needed fix to the 
Federal hiring process. It will allow the 
Federal Government to select the best 
and brightest civil servants to serve 
the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support the bill, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
H.R. 4182, the Ensuring a Qualified 
Civil Service Act. This bill potentially 
weakens the Federal civil service by 
increasing the probationary period for 
career civil servants and those in the 
Senior Executive Service from 1 year 
to 2 years. 

I might add, almost no private sector 
company I know of would have a 2-year 
probationary period because they know 
it would make it hard to recruit tal-
ented employees. 

Unlike what has just been said in 
terms of protections that remain in 
place, during the probationary period, 

Federal employees have very little due 
process or appeal rights if disciplinary 
action is taken against them, and the 
action we would take today would be 
to extend those diluted rights instead 
of providing them with robust rights of 
every civil servant beyond the proba-
tionary period. They can be fired with-
out notice. They have limited rights to 
an attorney or representative, and they 
generally may not appeal their re-
moval. 

Due process protections are critical 
to ensuring the integrity of the Federal 
civil service. In fact, that is the very 
heart of having a professional civil 
service. 

These protections help prevent the 
politicalization of the workforce and 
protect whistleblowers from retalia-
tion, which our committee, the Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee, has passionately documented 
as a very real danger in the past. 

The Ensuring a Qualified Civil Serv-
ice Act is a solution in search of a 
problem. The Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform Committee has not held 
one single hearing to determine wheth-
er extending the probationary period 
an additional year for every single Fed-
eral job in the competitive and Senior 
Executive Service is something that 
agencies need or want to help them 
better manage their workforce. Not a 
single hearing, and this would have a 
profound impact on every Federal 
agency. 

b 1530 

In February of 2016, the Government 
Accountability Office issued a report 
which my friend from Kentucky cited 
at the request of the chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. The re-
quest asked GAO to examine the rules 
and trends relating to the review and 
dismissal of employees for poor per-
formance. Now supporters of this bill 
are using this report as a basis for ex-
tending the probationary periods of 
Federal civil service employees; how-
ever, nothing in this report calls for 
doing that. In fact, the title of the re-
port is ‘‘Improved Supervision and Bet-
ter Use of Probationary Periods Are 
Needed to Address Substandard Em-
ployee Performance.’’ The focus ought 
to be, the GAO says, on improving the 
supervision of the probationary period 
we have in place. 

In conducting its study, GAO found 
that supervisors do not always have 
the skills necessary to do that and help 
address employee performance issues 
during the probationary period. GAO 
also found that supervisors sometimes 
do not even use the probationary pe-
riod to make performance-related deci-
sions about an employee’s ability to do 
their job and may not always know 
when the probationary period even 
ends. 

The report’s recommendations were 
mainly focused on ensuring qualified 
supervisors have the training and skills 
they need to deal with poor performers 
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and making better use of the existing 
probation period for all new employees. 

Instead of focusing on addressing the 
gaps identified by GAO and encour-
aging agencies to implement the rec-
ommendations made in that report, 
Congress is now attacking Federal em-
ployees and the merit-based system. 

I am especially concerned about the 
bill’s impact on recruiting the work-
force of the future. Currently, 40 per-
cent of the current Federal workforce 
is either eligible for retirement or soon 
will be—40 percent. Federal agencies 
need to be able to recruit their replace-
ments and get the requisite skill sets 
we need for these challenging jobs, just 
like the private sector is challenged 
with that. 

Extending the probationary period to 
2 years, governmentwide, creates a cli-
mate of more uncertainty, less protec-
tion, and diminishes, clearly, the at-
traction of Federal service for many 
people, especially those whom we want 
to be attracted to the civil service, es-
pecially millennials. 

Some of my colleagues have ref-
erenced the 2-year probationary period 
for Department of Defense civilian em-
ployees enacted in the NDAA, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of 
last fiscal year. They argue that it 
should serve as precedent for the rest 
of the Federal Government. 

There are a few things I need to point 
out about that. First, the Department 
of Defense did not request an extension 
of the probationary period or even indi-
cate a need for it. Second, now that the 
2-year probationary period for civilian 
defense employees has been enacted, 
the Department isn’t even making use 
of this new authority. 

According to the former Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness, Peter Levine, 
who testified before the Senate Armed 
Services Committee in March of this 
year on civilian personnel reform, ‘‘the 
Department has done little to take ad-
vantage of that legislation.’’ 

Mr. Levine also warned that chang-
ing the law to address a small number 
of problem employees could hurt re-
cruitment and retention and worker 
productivity. He stated: ‘‘If legislation 
that is intended to address a problem 
with 1 percent of the workforce is per-
ceived as threatening and hostile by 
the other 99 percent, it may undermine 
morale and reduce the Department’s 
ability to attract and retain the capa-
ble employees that it needs. The civil-
ian workforce will not become more 
productive if problems with a small 
number of poor performers is addressed 
with measures that are perceived as a 
declaration of war on all employees.’’ 

In closing, 2 weeks ago, Congress 
passed legislation that would pave the 
way toward evidence-based policy-
making, and we all supported that. For 
the sake of consistency, if nothing else, 
ought we not see the evidence of 
whether lengthening the probationary 
period is materially different and what 
impacts, both positive and negative, it 

would have for Federal agencies and 
employees? 

Absent such evidence and careful 
study, I certainly am not willing to 
take the risk that this bill will not do 
more harm to both agencies’ ability to 
recruit and retain qualified employees 
and that it would not be used to arbi-
trarily punish hardworking Federal 
employees. 

However, if the GAO studies the im-
pact of this policy at DOD and finds 
that this new policy has been wonder-
ful for morale and has indeed improved 
employee performance and helps em-
ployee recruitment, then sign me up. 
But I do think we ought to rely on data 
and hearings before the requisite com-
mittee when making such a major 
change to how we manage our Federal 
workforce. 

I plan on offering an amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, that would arm us with the 
information we need to make an evi-
dence-based decision regarding an ex-
tension of the probationary period of 
the Federal workforce, which is what 
we ought to be doing before consider-
ation of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I include in the 
RECORD statements in opposition or ex-
pressing deep concern about this legis-
lation from the American Federation 
of Government Employees; the Inter-
national Federation of Professional & 
Technical Engineers; the National 
Treasury Employees Union; and a 
group of organizations, including the 
Government Accountability Project, 
the Liberty Coalition, the Project on 
Government Oversight, Public Citizen, 
and Taxpayers Protection Alliance. 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES, AFL–CIO, 

Washington, DC, November 28, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 

American Federation of Government Em-
ployees, AFL–CIO (AFGE), which represents 
approximately 700,000 federal and District of 
Columbia employees, in more than 70 agen-
cies across the nation, I strongly urge you to 
oppose H.R. 4182, the ‘‘Ensuring a Qualified 
Civil Service Act of 2017,’’ introduced by 
Representative James Comer (R–KY) when it 
comes to the floor this week. If enacted, this 
legislation would arbitrarily extend the pro-
bation period for a minimum of two years for 
newly hired federal employees. AFGE op-
poses this legislation as it does not address 
any issues surrounding employee perform-
ance evaluation or management’s ability to 
properly evaluate employees during the pro-
bation period. Instead, all it will do is penal-
ize federal workers and weaken their due 
process rights. 

The extension of probation periods for 
competitive service federal employees from 
one year to two years is unnecessary and 
damaging to due process and the merit sys-
tem. Candidates for federal jobs are put 
through an extensive selection process prior 
to being hired and one year is sufficient time 
for a competent manager to determine if a 
new employee has the ability to accomplish 
the duties for which he or she was hired. 

Specifically, H.R. 4182 would extend the 
probation period to a minimum of two years 
after completion of a ‘‘formal training’’ pro-
gram or after the date on which a required 
license is granted. Such a change could leave 
employees in probation limbo for many 
years. For example, government agencies re-

quire initial training for prolonged periods of 
time that could result in employees serving 
three to five year probation periods, or 
longer. Employees should not be subject to 
an almost perpetual state of probation be-
cause of comprehensive agency training, cer-
tification or licensing programs. 

Additionally, extending the probation pe-
riod reduces the due process rights of em-
ployees. While on probation, employees have 
few civil service protections and almost no 
appeal rights in the event of an adverse ac-
tion. Civil service protections and the merit 
system exist to protect the government from 
politicization. Without these rights, employ-
ees on probation will have little to no pro-
tection against discrimination and employer 
retaliation and more exposure to termi-
nation not based on cause, but rather arbi-
trary and unjust reasons. 

Extending the probation period does not 
solve any problems regarding poor perform-
ance. Supervisors should be responsible and 
held accountable for identifying and address-
ing issues of poor performance of new em-
ployees quickly and efficiently. Supervisors 
need better training to manage new employ-
ees. Extending the probation period does 
nothing to better train supervisors nor does 
it provide any accountability for supervisors 
to effectively manage new employees. 

Please Vote NO on H.R. 4182, ‘‘Ensuring a 
Qualified Civil Service Act of 2017.’’ 

Sincerely, 
THOMAS S. KAHN, 

Director, Legislative Affairs. 

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF PRO-
FESSIONAL & TECHNICAL ENGI-
NEERS, AFL–CIO & CLC, 

Washington, DC, November 27, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: As behalf of the 

International Federation of Professional and 
Technical Engineers (IFPTE), representing 
upwards of 90,000 workers, including tens of 
thousands of federal employees, I am writing 
regarding H.R. 4182, the so-called Ensuring a 
Qualified Civil Service Act of 2017. This bill 
has been scheduled for full house consider-
ation this week and IFPTE urges you to op-
pose it. 

H.R. 4182 aims to extend the probationary 
period for federal civilian workers from one 
year to a minimum of two years. Under this 
bill, the probation period would not nec-
essarily begin at the time a federal worker 
arrives for their first day of work. Rather, 
the period would, ‘‘end on the date that is 2 
years after the date on which such formal 
training is completed.’’ This is also true for 
federal jobs that require a license, in which 
the probationary clock would not start tick-
ing until the license is achieved. In other 
words, probations for many federal workers 
under this legislation will be longer than two 
years, and dramatically more than the cur-
rent 1 year period. 

IFPTE is opposed to this bill for several 
reasons. First, this legislation is punitive in 
nature and serves no logical policy objective. 
For example, it does nothing to address per-
formance issues, as supporters of this bill 
will erroneously argue, and is silent on ad-
dressing the ongoing challenges that man-
agement faces in properly evaluating new 
employees, regardless of whether the proba-
tionary period is for one year, or two years. 
For example, this past March former Acting 
Undersecretary of Defense for Personnel and 
Readiness, Peter Levine, testified in the Sen-
ate regarding the DOD’s use of their new 
two-year probationary period for federal 
workers. Mr. Levine testified that even 
though managers at the DOD were granted 
two years to determine if a newly hired DOD 
civilian employee should stay or go, that au-
thority is rarely, if ever used. 

Unfortunately, this is yet another in a long 
list of bills from this Congress that attempts 
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to legislate good management, while cre-
ating more useless and unnecessary require-
ments that end up costing taxpayers more 
money. It is illogical to think that a man-
ager who will not act on a problem employee 
within one year of being hired would act 
within two years. Mr. Levine’s testimony 
confirms as much. Federal managers already 
have the authority to discipline and ulti-
mately fire employees, BUT they actually 
need to use the many authorities they al-
ready have to do so. 

IFPTE believes that one year is more than 
enough time for managers to determine 
whether a newly hired employee can perform 
their job. Instead of creating more bureauc-
racy, as this bill will do, Congress should 
simply require managers to use the flexibili-
ties they currently have, including the one 
year probationary period, to retain or re-
lease federal workers who have yet to fulfill 
their probationary periods. Please vote 
against H.R. 4182. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 

GREGORY J. JUNEMANN, 
President. 

THE NATIONAL TREASURY 
EMPLOYEES UNION, 

November 28, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: As National Presi-

dent of the National Treasury Employees 
Union, representing over 150,000 federal em-
ployees in 31 different agencies, I am writing 
to express NTEU’s opposition to H.R. 4182, 
the Ensuring a Qualified Civil Service Act of 
2017 or the EQUALS Act of 2017, which would 
drastically extend the probationary period 
for individuals hired into the competitive 
service from one year to two years, reflect-
ing changes in policy based on a handful of 
individual instances of concern that would— 
and can be—much better handled by im-
proved management than by changing the 
law. With respect to any position that re-
quires formal training, the two-year time pe-
riod would begin after the required formal 
training. Given how limited an employee’s 
due process rights and a labor organization’s 
representational abilities are during the pro-
bationary period, NTEU believes that the 
current one year is the proper time period 
for agency management to assess and deter-
mine whether the individual is suitable for 
the position and capable of performing its 
duties. It is also important to recognize that 
the end of a probationary period does not 
mean that an employee cannot be disciplined 
or removed. It merely allows the employee 
to challenge such actions that are done with-
out merit. Well trained managers can and do 
impose disciplinary and adverse actions that 
stand up to such challenges. In fact, in 2015, 
the Government Accountability Office found 
that the probationary period of one year was 
not working, for the most part, because 
those in supervisory positions are only there 
for a higher grade, that no one had trained 
the supervisor in how to supervise people, or 
that agencies are not properly using the pro-
bationary periods for supervisors who are 
not up to the task. Therefore, we question 
why this bill is necessary when, instead, in-
creased and improved supervisor training is 
what is needed. NTEU has long supported 
and advocated Congress enacting federal su-
pervisor training. 

NTEU strongly opposes subjecting front-
line federal employees—who are not tasked 
with managing agencies and long-term stra-
tegic responsibilities—to longer durations of 
assessment that preclude due process and 
collective bargaining rights. By extending 
the probationary period, the federal work-
force essentially becomes an at will work-
force, with limited rights and protections. In 
fact, the lack of these due process rights has 

a chilling effect on employee use of the few 
protections they do have, namely protection 
against discrimination, sexual harassment, 
and whistleblower retaliation. Congress has 
long recognized and valued the importance of 
these protections for federal employees, 
which would be undermined by this bill. 

We also have significant outstanding ques-
tions about what constitutes ‘‘formal train-
ing’’ under the bill as training programs dif-
fer greatly by agency. NTEU represents a va-
riety of employees who undergo long periods 
of significant training that occurs at mul-
tiple points in time (non-consecutive in na-
ture) and where the employee is already exe-
cuting the actual job in between training 
sessions. 

We are greatly concerned that the lan-
guage in this bill could translate into 3 or 4 
year—or even indefinite—probationary peri-
ods for some of the employees we represent, 
even though that may not be the intent. At 
this time, it is unclear how agencies would 
categorize various types of training that 
some of our members undergo under this new 
definition. It is also important to note that 
for positions that require extensive training, 
these individuals are subject to ongoing 
evaluations by management during any pe-
riod of training. 

For all of these reasons, we strongly op-
pose H.R. 4182 and urge you to vote against 
it. 

Sincerely, 
ANTHONY M. REARDON, 

National President. 

Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker, 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Minority Leader, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR SPEAKER RYAN AND MINORITY LEADER 

PELOSI: We are writing to express our con-
cerns that H.R. 4182, the EQUALS Act of 
2017, could undermine protection for govern-
ment employees who blow the whistle. The 
legislation extends the probationary period 
for civil service employees from one to two 
years. 

We recognize that the Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act (WPA) covers probationary em-
ployees, and that there are provisions in 
H.R. 4182 that directly address those rights. 
But probationary employees already are at a 
handicap, because an agency has almost un-
limited discretion to defeat a retaliation 
lawsuit through independent justification 
reasons entirely within its discretion. Sec-
ond, probationary employees only have 
rights against partisan discrimination and 
under § 2302(b)(8). This means an extra year 
that they will not be protected under the re-
cently-enacted Follow the Rules Act or 
under 5 USC 2302(b)(9)(D) when they refuse to 
violate the law. The taxpayers could suffer 
the consequences. 

We request that the House of Representa-
tives consider these concerns before there is 
action on this legislation. The bill states its 
goal is to strengthen government account-
ability. Reducing whistleblower protection 
will undermine it. 

Respectfully submitted, 
TOM DEVINE, 

Government Account-
ability Project. 

MICHAEL D. OSTROLENK, 
Liberty Coalition. 

ELIZABETH HEMPOWICZ, 
Project on Government 

Oversight. 
SHANNA DEVINE, 

Public Citizen. 
DAVID WILLIAMS, 

Taxpayers Protection 
Alliance. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Michigan (Mrs. LAWRENCE). 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the EQUALS Act. 

As a former Federal employee, I 
served in many capacities, from a let-
ter carrier to a manager, and I know 
the dedication of those who serve in 
our civil service jobs. This bill is an in-
sult to Federal employees and is com-
pletely unnecessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I say this is a bill in 
search of a problem. What are we fix-
ing? 

This is not good-government legisla-
tion. It just makes it easier to fire Fed-
eral employees without due process. By 
arbitrarily extending probationary pe-
riods, this bill takes away civil serv-
ants’ employment rights and due proc-
ess protections for at least 2 years. 

Mr. Chairman, do you realize that 
benefits that career employees are en-
titled to are held in abeyance while 
they are on probation? They are given 
a different classification as being pro-
bationary than they are as being a ca-
reer employee. 

What are we trying to achieve? 
They also give up the right to receive 

30 days’ notice before they are fired or 
furloughed, and they do not receive 
their rights as whistleblowers as proba-
tionary employees. This bill simply 
takes away workers’ rights. 

How many Members of Congress’ par-
ents worked as Federal employees to 
put them through college and to make 
a difference in America? 

Here we are assaulting the legacy of 
Federal employees who work every day 
to make this country an amazing place 
to live. 

This is not the way to address per-
formance issues in the Federal work-
place. As a Federal employee who had 
the responsibility to perform proba-
tionary evaluations, you need to talk 
to the supervisor if they are not doing 
their job conducting the proper evalua-
tions. 

We must continue to support ac-
countability measures and tools. In ad-
dition, we must keep the spotlight on 
gross mismanagement. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON), who is my dear friend. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my good friend from Virginia. He is 
doing a public service with his response 
to the bill that is coming forward 
today. 

Mr. Chairman, you can call this bill 
whatever you want, but it is not a re-
form bill. It creates a problem in order 
to get rid of it. 

Mr. Chairman, 0.18 percent is all of 
the employees who get dismissed. The 
sponsor must want more. Instead of 
taking that as an indication of the 
competency and of the excellence of 
Federal employees—under 1 percent, 
only 0.18—there must be more to be 
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fired than that. The data shows the op-
posite. 

The Federal workforce has consist-
ently been understood to be the best 
qualified public employees in the coun-
try however you look at them, particu-
larly with their education and with 
their efforts. 

The first reason the sponsor gives for 
this bill is that managers ‘‘simply lose 
track of time and are unaware of the 1- 
year deadline approaching.’’ 

Whose competency should we be 
checking? Not the employees, surely. 
Management should be doing its job. 
They are paid big Federal bucks pre-
cisely for that. 

But they are paid to do something 
else. They are paid to observe. They 
are not observing if they are not even 
looking for the 1-year deadline wherein 
they could fire an employee. 

They are supposed to assist employ-
ees during that first year. They are 
supposed to help correct employees 
during that first year. 

What are they doing during that first 
year losing track of it? Who bears the 
burden is the employee who may be 
perfectly competent but wasn’t receiv-
ing the assistance or the oversight to 
which she was entitled. 

We are moving without information 
that would help us understand if there 
is a problem. What is the reason for not 
calling witnesses to find out if there is 
a problem? Because if there is, then we 
ought to do something about it. 

We do know this: 36 percent of all the 
employees dismissed are dismissed in 
that first year. That would seem to in-
dicate that maybe management is 
doing its job. 

Today’s young workforce is always 
looking for better opportunities. Pass 
this bill, and you chase away the best 
and the brightest from even applying 
to work for the American people. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DESAULNIER), who is a 
perspicacious member of the Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee, 
someone who grasps these issues fun-
damentally, and is my good friend. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend from Virginia for 
those loquacious comments. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi-
tion to H.R. 4182, the Ensuring a Quali-
fied Civil Service Act. 

H.R. 4182 unnecessarily doubles the 
probationary period for Federal em-
ployees from 1 to 2 years. During this 
period, employees have essentially no 
due process rights and can be removed 
for any reason or no reason at all with 
no right to appeal. 

This is an arbitrary change to exist-
ing policy, and there is no evidence to 
suggest that extending the proba-
tionary period will address any issues 
surrounding employee performance or 
the department performance. 

Not only are candidates for Federal 
jobs already put through extensive se-
lection processes, but a year is suffi-
cient for any competent manager to de-

termine the ability of any employee to 
accomplish the job that they have been 
hired to do. 

This bill will not improve agency 
outcomes but would penalize Federal 
workers by weakening their due proc-
ess rights. Without due process, Fed-
eral employees will have little protec-
tion against employer discrimination 
and termination without cause. 

These due process rights are also 
critical to promoting equity, fairness, 
and ensuring that whistleblowers con-
tinue to speak up without fear of retal-
iation. 

It is also a clear attempt to under-
mine Federal employees’ right to 
unionize since they would not be eligi-
ble to participate until their proba-
tionary period is over. 

We need evidence-based changes that 
value Federal employees, make their 
workplaces safe, protect them against 
sexual harassment and discrimination, 
and ensure that their voices are heard. 
I ask my colleagues to reject this 
shortsighted legislation. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, 
could I inquire of the Chair the sched-
ule on the amendments. 

The CHAIR. After general debate is 
completed, the Committee will proceed 
to the amendments. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I thank the Chair 
for that clarification. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
RASKIN), who is a professor and a very 
able member of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

b 1545 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Chair, I thank Mr. 
CONNOLLY for his invitation, and I am 
delighted to be here to speak out 
against H.R. 4182, the so-called Ensur-
ing a Qualified Civil Service Act. 

The first complaint I have got to 
lodge about it is the process by which 
it is taking place. This is a radical 
change in the civil service hiring pol-
icy and in the workplace without a 
hearing. I know we have grown accus-
tomed to that, but let’s just focus on 
the fact that here we are in the Na-
tion’s Capital and we have got all of 
the employees, managers, and super-
visors, and everybody here, and we 
didn’t even have a hearing to discuss 
why this might be necessary. 

Then it is passed on a completely 
party-line vote in the Oversight Com-
mittee, which leads to the suspicion 
that this has nothing to do with the in-
tegrity of the civil service or the excel-
lence of the civil service, the things 
that we should be thinking about, but 
it has to do, in fact, with a partisan 
mission. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RASKIN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Did my colleague 
just say there was not a single hearing 

on a bill that affects the entire Federal 
Government? 

Mr. RASKIN. Reclaiming my time, I 
tremble to say here in front of the 
whole body, but I don’t believe that it 
was. I stand to be corrected by my col-
leagues if there was a hearing. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RASKIN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Did we act on evi-
dence-based policymaking? Were there 
studies and data that showed how suc-
cessful extending the probationary 
would be for all of these Federal agen-
cies? 

Mr. RASKIN. Reclaiming my time, 
not to my knowledge. I am used to that 
coming out of the State legislature, 
where we have endless hearings that go 
on into 2 a.m. in the morning or they 
go on for several days. But there were 
no hearings, there was no evidence, 
there was no expert testimony. 

I couldn’t figure out what was behind 
it. Then I realized that there is this ef-
fort to demoralize the Federal work-
force and there was this effort to cre-
ate a kind of political control over 
what is going on in the Federal work-
place. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, I yield an 
additional 1 minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Chair, I am baffled 
and puzzled by the way in which this 
measure came about. And I am really 
scared about what it means for all of 
our constituents who make the sac-
rifice of going to work for the Federal 
Government to serve the American 
people, because they are going into the 
workplace and I think most people are 
used to a probationary period of 3 
months or 6 months. We had a year. 
Now we are doubling it to 2 years, 
which means that people are living in 
fear at a time when there is an admin-
istration that is intimidating people 
for doing their jobs; for example, for 
doing research about climate change 
and trying to deal with environmental 
problems. They are facing reprisals in 
the workplace. 

This is a bill that deserves to go 
down in defeat. Anybody who rep-
resents Federal workers, I think, 
should stand up strongly against it. It 
should be returned to sender and let’s 
have some real hearings and some real 
analysis. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no further speakers at this time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chair, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, I think it is important to 
define what the probationary period is 
and what it is not. 

According to the MSPB, the proba-
tionary period is the final step in the 
employee screening process when an in-
dividual must demonstrate ‘‘why it is 
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in the public interest for the govern-
ment to finalize an appointment to the 
civil service.’’ 

This is not a punitive measure. It is 
an opportunity for a prospective em-
ployee to prove they are qualified to 
serve the American people through a 
position in the civil service. These are 
critically important jobs and we need 
the best and brightest to fill them. A 
longer probationary period gives all 
new hires time to complete their train-
ing, learn on the job, and demonstrate 
that they can perform the role they 
were hired to do. This is good for our 
government, good for Federal employ-
ees, and good for the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge adoption of the 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to H.R. 4182, the EQUALS Act. 

My Republican colleagues have offered a 
legislative solution to a problem that does not 
exist. 

The Oversight Committee has not held a 
single hearing to examine the existing one- 
year probationary period. 

Yet, this legislation would double the proba-
tionary period. In the process, it would de-
grade the due process rights of these employ-
ees. 

These due process protections are critical to 
protecting whistleblowers who report waste, 
fraud, and abuse. 

For example, the Oversight Committee has 
examined retaliation against whistleblowers at 
the Transportation Security Administration. 

In one case, a career official and disabled 
veteran testified before the Oversight Com-
mittee that he was removed from consider-
ation for a Senior Executive Service position 
during his probationary period because he re-
ported misconduct by top leaders at TSA in-
cluding sexual harassment. 

During his interview with Committee staff, 
this senior career official explained that ex-
tending the probationary period would make it 
easier for agencies to retaliate against other 
whistleblowers in the future. 

The House of Representatives should not 
approve legislation that would allow more re-
taliation against whistleblowers at federal 
agencies. 

Apart from the negative effects, we have 
seen no reason to adopt this bill. We have 
seen no problem that needs to be addressed. 

As I said, the Oversight Committee never 
held a hearing on this bill. 

We have not determined whether doubling 
the probationary period would help agencies 
deal with poor performers or further their mis-
sions. 

We have not seen any evidence that federal 
agencies need a blanket one-year extension 
of the probationary period for every single fed-
eral job. 

Instead, a recent GAO report recommended 
that the Office of Personnel Management ac-
tually study whether expanding the proba-
tionary period makes sense. GAO found that 
OPM should, and I quote: 

Determine whether there are occupations 
in which . . . the probationary period should 
extend beyond 1-year to provide supervisors 
with sufficient time to assess an individual’s 
performance. 

I agree with GAO that a study needs to be 
conducted first. 

But our Republican colleagues want to skip 
this step. They want to skip any real examina-
tion of the issue and just add another year of 
probation during which employees have lim-
ited rights. 

Some of my colleagues cite the fact that 
Congress passed a two-year probationary pe-
riod for Department of Defense civilian em-
ployees in the National Defense Authorization 
Act of Fiscal Year 2016. 

However, I would like to note two important 
facts. 

First, the Defense Department did not re-
quest this change in the probationary period or 
indicate any need for it. 

Second, the Department is not even using 
this new authority. 

The Acting Undersecretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness, Peter Levine, testi-
fied before the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee in March. He stated, and I quote, ‘‘the 
Department has done little to take advantage 
of that legislation.’’ 

Mr. Levin warned that changing the law to 
address a small number of problem employ-
ees could hurt recruitment and retention and 
worker productivity. He stated, and I quote: 

‘‘If legislation that is intended to address a 
problem with one percent of the workforce is 
perceived as threatening and hostile by the 
other 99 percent, it may undermine morale 
and reduce the Department’s ability to at-
tract and retain the capable employees that 
it needs.’’ 

Before damaging protections for whistle-
blowers, we should first determine whether an 
extension of the probationary period is needed 
at all. 

We should also determine whether it is ap-
propriate for all federal service occupations or 
only certain occupations. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BYRNE). All 
time for general debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule, and shall be considered as 
read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 4182 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Ensuring a 
Qualified Civil Service Act of 2017’’ or the 
‘‘EQUALS Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF PROBATIONARY PERIOD 

FOR POSITIONS WITHIN THE COM-
PETITIVE SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3321 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘The 
President’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to sub-
sections (c) and (d), the President’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (e); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c)(1) The length of a probationary period 
established under paragraph (1) or (2) of sub-
section (a) shall— 

‘‘(A) with respect to any position that re-
quires formal training, begin on the date of 
appointment to the position and end on the 
date that is 2 years after the date on which 
such formal training is completed; 

‘‘(B) with respect to any position that re-
quires a license, begin on the date of ap-
pointment to the position and end on the 
date that is 2 years after the date on which 
such license is granted; and 

‘‘(C) with respect to any position not cov-
ered by subparagraph (A) or (B), be a period 
of 2 years beginning on the date of the ap-
pointment to the position. 

‘‘(2) In paragraph (1)— 
‘‘(A) the term ‘formal training’ means, 

with respect to any position, a training pro-
gram required by law, rule, or regulation, or 
otherwise required by the employing agency, 
to be completed by the employee before the 
employee is able to successfully execute the 
duties of the applicable position; and 

‘‘(B) the term ‘license’ means a license, 
certification, or other grant of permission to 
engage in a particular activity. 

‘‘(d) The head of each agency shall, in the 
administration of this section, take appro-
priate measures to ensure that— 

‘‘(1) any announcement of a vacant posi-
tion within the agency and any offer of ap-
pointment made to any individual with re-
spect to any such position clearly states the 
terms and conditions of any applicable pro-
bationary period, including any formal train-
ing period and any license requirement; 

‘‘(2) any individual who is required to com-
plete a probationary period under this sec-
tion receives timely notice of any require-
ments, including performance requirements, 
that must be met in order to satisfactorily 
complete such period; 

‘‘(3) any supervisor or manager of an indi-
vidual who is required to complete a proba-
tionary period under this section receives 
notification of the end date of such period 
not less than 30 days before such date; and 

‘‘(4) if the head decides to retain an indi-
vidual after the completion of a proba-
tionary period under this section, the head 
submits a certification to that effect, sup-
ported by a brief statement of the basis for 
the certification, in such form and manner 
as the President may by regulation pre-
scribe.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 3321(e) 
of title 5, United States Code (as so redesig-
nated by subsection (a)(2)), is amended by 
striking ‘‘Subsections (a) and (b)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Subsections (a) through (d)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section— 

(1) shall take effect 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) shall apply in the case of any appoint-
ment (as referred to in section 3321(a)(1) of 
title 5, United States Code) and any initial 
appointment (as referred to in section 
3321(a)(2) of such title) taking effect on or 
after the date on which this section takes ef-
fect. 
SEC. 3. EXTENSION OF PROBATIONARY PERIOD 

FOR POSITIONS WITHIN THE SENIOR 
EXECUTIVE SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3393(d) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘1-year’’ and inserting ‘‘2-year’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
3592(a)(1) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘1-year’’ and inserting ‘‘2-year’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section— 

(1) shall take effect 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) shall apply in the case of any individual 
initially appointed as a career appointee 
under section 3393 of title 5, United States 
Code, on or after the date on which this sec-
tion takes effect. 
SEC. 4. ADVERSE ACTIONS. 

(a) SUBCHAPTER I OF CHAPTER 75 OF TITLE 
5.—Section 7501(1) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or, except’’ and inserting 
‘‘and, except’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘1 year of current’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2 years of current’’. 

(b) SUBCHAPTER II OF CHAPTER 75 OF TITLE 
5.—Section 7511(a)(1) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 
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(1) in subparagraph (A)(i) by striking ‘‘; or’’ 

and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking ‘‘1 

year’’ the first place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2 years’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘1 
year’’ and inserting ‘‘2 years’’; and 

(4) in subparagraph (C)(i), by striking ‘‘; 
or’’ and inserting ‘‘; and’’. 

(c) ACTIONS BASED ON UNACCEPTABLE PER-
FORMANCE.—Section 4303(f) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘1 year of 
current’’ and inserting ‘‘2 years of current’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘1 year’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2 years’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a), (b), and (c)— 

(1) shall take effect 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) shall apply in the case of any individual 
whose period of continuous service (as re-
ferred to in the provision of law amended by 
paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection (b), as the 
case may be) commences on or after the date 
on which this section takes effect. 
SEC. 5. REGULATIONS REQUIRED. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Director of the 
Office of Personnel Management shall issue 
such regulations as are necessary to carry 
out this Act and the amendments made by 
this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the bill shall be in order except 
those printed in House Report 115–430. 
Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, 
by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 115–430. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 3, line 18, strike ‘‘The length’’ and in-
sert ‘‘Except as provided for in paragraph (2), 
the length’’. 

Page 4, after line 8, insert the following 
(and redesignate accordingly): 

‘‘(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in the 
case of an individual who has successfully 
completed a term of service in a national 
service program under the National and 
Community Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12501 et seq.) or the Domestic Volunteer 
Service Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4950 et seq.), or 
as a volunteer or a volunteer leader under 
the Peace Corps Act (22 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), 
the length of a probationary period estab-
lished under paragraph (1) or (2) of sub-
section (a) shall— 

‘‘(A) with respect to any position occupied 
by such an individual that requires formal 
training, begin on the date of appointment 
to the position and end on the date that is 1 
year after the date on which such formal 
training is completed; 

‘‘(B) with respect to any position occupied 
by such an individual that requires a license, 
begin on the date of appointment to the posi-
tion and end on the date that is 1 year after 

the date on which such license is granted; 
and 

‘‘(C) with respect to any position occupied 
by such an individual that is not covered by 
subparagraph (A) or (B), be a period of 1 year 
beginning on the date of the appointment to 
the position. 

Page 4, line 9, strike ‘‘paragraph (1)’’ and 
insert ‘‘this subsection’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 635, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, for 
far too long, the Republican majority 
in Congress has treated Federal work-
ers as if they are the problem. 

We have spent years beating up Fed-
eral employees, implementing pay 
freezes, implementing hiring freezes, 
and cutting benefits in order to drive 
employees away from government serv-
ice. The legislation we are debating 
today continues this offensive unfair 
trend. 

This bill doubles the probationary pe-
riod for employees of the civil service, 
in an effort to make it easier to fire 
the employees without giving them 
any chance to challenge that decision. 
In doing so, my Republican friends are 
sending a clear message, and that mes-
sage is that they see Federal employees 
as untrustworthy and unworthy of 
being secure in their employment. 

The amendment I am offering would 
exempt those who have served this 
country through programs such as the 
Peace Corps and AmeriCorps from the 
2-year probationary period under this 
legislation, instead keeping them at 
the 1-year level of probation already in 
effect. 

Last night, I offered an amendment 
at the Rules Committee to extend this 
same exemption for veterans, but it 
was blocked from consideration. 

Let me say that again because I want 
every one watching to hear me loudly 
and clearly. Last night, the Republican 
majority on the Rules Committee 
voted to block an amendment that 
would have protected veterans em-
ployed in the government from being 
fired without cause. 

I was told by my colleague who intro-
duced this measure that being able to 
fire veterans within a 2-year proba-
tionary period—footnote right there: 
veterans would have already served 2 
or more years before becoming civil 
servants at that level—but I was told 
that, without giving them any legal 
protections, recourse, or even an abil-
ity to improve ‘‘helps the veterans, 
just like it helps everyone.’’ 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I am here to tell 
you that is hogwash. Veterans should 
not need to prove themselves worthy of 
a government job for a full 2 years be-
fore they are afforded the rights that 
should be inherent their position. 

We ought to be spending time work-
ing to strengthen our Federal work-
force through better training and more 
plentiful diversity programs. Instead, 

this bill needlessly undermines our 
civil service and the fine people who 
work within it, while simultaneously 
making it a less attractive place of em-
ployment for our best and brightest at 
a time when we are in desperate need 
of such people. 

This amendment would protect those 
who have already served our country in 
the national service from this bill’s in-
tentions. In my opinion, we should be 
expanding protections for everyone— 
for veterans, women, minorities, 
LGBTQ Americans, and especially for 
disabled Americans. 

Let me say one more thing that I 
said last night, and this is with due re-
spect to my colleague, Mr. CONNOLLY, 
who is managing for the minority in 
this case, and the extraordinary num-
ber of constituents that he and the 
Members, both Republican and Demo-
crat, in the near curtilage of this area 
here in metropolitan Washington, they 
do an incredible job. Their constituents 
virtually all are saying to them that 
this is an unnecessary measure. 

I am sure that Mr. CONNOLLY has 
made that very clear. I heard him in-
troduce measures that I introduced in 
the Rules Committee last night from a 
variety of organizations. I will not bur-
den you more but to say that we should 
be about the business of trying to build 
a Federal workforce and not put obsta-
cles in their way. 

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Kentucky is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment does 
not create an exception for alumni of 
the Peace Corps, AmeriCorps, and 
other national service programs. It 
puts them at a disadvantage. 

They would have less time than other 
new hires to prove themselves before 
managers make a decision whether to 
keep them or let them go. This could 
mean fewer Peace Corps, AmeriCorps, 
and other national service alumni are 
retained at the end of the probationary 
period. 

Under the current 1-year system, su-
pervisors often do not have enough 
time to determine whether a potential 
employee is a good fit for the job. Man-
agers tend to err on the side of releas-
ing an employee who is on the fence at 
the end of a probationary period. 

New hires to the Federal Government 
deserve ample time to demonstrate 
they are able to perform all critical as-
pects of the job. H.R. 4182 gives them 
more time. 

This amendment would actually put 
certain groups at a disadvantage in 
comparison to the rest of the Federal 
workforce. Alumni of the Peace Corps, 
AmeriCorps, and other programs would 
have 1 year to demonstrate the skills 
and core competencies required for the 
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Federal job they are seeking. Their col-
leagues would have 2 years. 

The spirit of this amendment is ad-
mirable, but the unintended con-
sequence of adopting it will be that the 
very people the amendment is meant to 
benefit would be at a disadvantage. 

The probationary period is not a pun-
ishment. It is an extension of the hir-
ing process and a tool to help ensure a 
qualified civil service. This amendment 
would create additional classes of Fed-
eral employees and unnecessarily add 
complexity to an already complex sys-
tem. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to op-
pose this amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 2 will not 
be offered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY GIANFORTE 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 115–430. 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, strike lines 1 through 5 and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(3) any supervisor or manager of an indi-
vidual who is required to complete a proba-
tionary period under this section receives 
periodic notifications of the end date of such 
period not later than 1 year, 6 months, 3 
months, and 30 days before such end date; 
and 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 635, the gentleman 
from Montana (Mr. GIANFORTE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Montana. 

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED 
BY MR. GIANFORTE 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment in the form I have placed 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 5, strike lines 8 through 12 and insert 

the following: 
‘‘(3) any supervisor or manager of an indi-

vidual who is required to complete a proba-
tionary period under this section receives 
periodic notifications of the end date of such 
period not later than 1 year, 6 months, 3 
months, and 30 days before such end date; 
and 

Mr. GIANFORTE (during the read-
ing). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Montana? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-

tion, the amendment is modified. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

A longer probationary period for new 
Federal hires is important to give su-
pervisors the time they need to evalu-
ate whether a new hire should gain ca-
reer employee status. But a longer pro-
bationary period will not accomplish 
anything if supervisors don’t use the 
extended time properly. 

Managers often don’t know the end 
dates for probationary employees 
under their supervision. Because proba-
tionary periods end automatically, 
without action by a supervisor, an em-
ployee can be hired without a complete 
assessment of whether the employee is 
qualified for full Federal service. 

A 2015 Government Accountability 
Office report recommended automated 
systems to notify supervisors when the 
end of an individual’s probationary pe-
riod is imminent. 

b 1600 

Agencies have these systems. They 
just need to use them. My amendment 
requires supervisors to be notified at a 
series of regular intervals in advance of 
the expiration of a probationary pe-
riod. The notifications occur at 1 year, 
6 months, 3 months, and 30 days before 
the scheduled completion of a proba-
tionary period. 

This notification will remind super-
visors of their responsibilities to ob-
serve employees and provide feedback 
throughout the probationary period. It 
will also remind supervisors to decide 
whether the employee is fit for Federal 
service. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to 
support this amendment, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, as 
indicated, I appreciate the intent of my 
friend from Montana, but this is a bad 
bill. We ought to be studying the effect 
of the existing pilot program at the De-
partment of Defense to see how it 
works, and we ought to be adopting the 
GAO recommendation of better train-
ing for supervisors whom the GAO 
found, frankly, were ill-equipped to 
evaluate employees during a 1- or 2- 
year probationary period. 

We ought to have a hearing, and my 
friend from Montana might even agree 
with this, since he is the newest Mem-
ber, one of the newest Members of our 
committee. Our committee is the locus 
for government-wide initiatives such as 
this. 

We have not had a single hearing on 
this bill, or, frankly, on this subject, 

and I think that is a huge mistake. We 
are putting the cart before the horse; 
so I think we ought to return to a more 
empirical-based policymaking, espe-
cially when it is a policy that will af-
fect every future Federal employee, 
and those numbers are huge, given the 
baby boom bulge ready to retire. That 
is 40 percent of the workforce, and it 
has to be replaced. 

So while I very much appreciate the 
intent of my friend from Montana, it is 
in that context I rise in opposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend from Virginia. I urge 
adoption of this amendment and the 
underlying bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment, as modified, offered 
by the gentleman from Montana (Mr. 
GIANFORTE). 

The amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 115–430. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. STUDY ON LENGTH OF PROBA-

TIONARY PERIOD. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

of the United States shall conduct a study on 
Federal agencies that have lengthened the 
employee probationary period from 1 to 2 
years and other potential extensions of pro-
bationary periods for certain occupations in 
the Federal Government. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study required under 
subsection (a) shall analyze— 

(1) any impact of an existing 2-year proba-
tionary period (compared to a 1-year proba-
tionary period) on the employing agency’s 
ability to deal with underperforming em-
ployees, improve productivity, improve re-
cruitment and retention, and accomplish the 
mission of the agency and shall include the 
Department of Defense as a case study; and 

(2) whether certain occupations in the Fed-
eral Government should have probationary 
periods in excess of 1 year because of the 
complexity, sensitivity, or unique occupa-
tional challenges of such occupations, in-
cluding— 

(A) whether such a probationary period ex-
tension would provide supervisors sufficient 
time to adequately assess employee perform-
ance and whether the extension would lead 
to measureable improvements in the per-
formance of employees in those occupations; 
and 

(B) an identification of the occupations, 
and the characteristics of those occupations, 
that would benefit from longer probationary 
periods, including requirements to exercise 
supervisory authority and possess profes-
sional licenses and training. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate a report con-
taining the study required under subsection 
(a). 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:07 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K30NO7.065 H30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH9556 November 30, 2017 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 635, the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, under H.R. 4182, the 
probationary period for all Federal em-
ployees is extended for an additional 
year, regardless of the job they are 
hired to do. All new employees are pun-
ished equally, and supervisors are 
given no new tools to improve their use 
of the existing probationary period. 

In February 2016, as I have mentioned 
before, the GAO reports studying the 
rules and trends relating to review and 
dismissal of employees for poor per-
formance, suggests that the Office of 
Personnel Management look into 
whether there are certain occupations, 
due to the nature or complexity of the 
position, in which the probationary pe-
riod should be extended beyond 1 year 
or not. 

We heard testimony before the Rules 
Committee from a number of col-
leagues who represent areas with big 
Federal concentration, Federal em-
ployee concentrations with specialized 
agencies, such as the weather service 
in Oklahoma and CDC in Atlanta where 
a 2-year probationary period may very 
well impede the ability to hire the 
skilled workers we need. 

The report goes on to say that it is 
something that should be looked into. 
It does not call for a government-wide 
extension of the probationary period. 
That is why I filed this amendment to 
require the GAO to conduct a study on 
the Department of Defense and other 
Federal agencies that have used this 
tool, a 2-year probationary period. 

A 2-year probationary period for ci-
vilian employees at DOD was enacted 
in 2016, and as the largest Federal 
agency, this extension would provide a 
good case study on the potential im-
pacts: good, bad, and indifferent on the 
legislation before us. It is a study we 
ought to do before we adopt a bill. 

Some of my colleagues believe that 
since extending the probationary pe-
riod has been working out so well, it 
ought to be extended across the entire 
Federal Government. There are a few 
things I need to point out for us. This 
policy only affected those who were 
hired after November 25, 2015, the day 
the law went into effect. 

Secondly, the former Under Sec-
retary of Defense, as I mentioned in 
earlier statements, Peter Levine, testi-
fied before the Armed Services Com-
mittee that the Department has done 
little to take advantage of that legisla-
tion. That is his testimony. Therefore, 
there are only a small number of em-
ployees who have completed the 2-year 
probationary period, and it is too soon 
to declare it a success or failure. 

That is why my amendment would 
have the GAO give us guidance. How 

has it worked? Has it helped? Has it 
hurt? Are there some things we haven’t 
anticipated that we need to address? 

The study would also look into 
whether extending the probationary 
period has any effect on the ability of 
an agency to recruit and retain. And, 
again, I pointed out 40 percent of the 
existing workforce is eligible for retire-
ment now or in the next few years. 
That is a huge number of people. And 
we have got to worry about recruit-
ment. 

Gathering the data is a necessary 
first step, not a last step or an after-
thought, before deciding to change a 
law with such profound impact on Fed-
eral agencies. This bill, as I said to my 
friend from Kentucky (Mr. COMER), 
may yet prove to be a good idea, but we 
don’t know. There remain a lot of ques-
tions about the efficacy of this pro-
posal. It is risky, and it can have ter-
rible negative consequences that we 
haven’t even foreseen and some of 
which we can predict today. 

Two weeks ago, this body adopted a 
policy of evidence-based policymaking, 
so let’s put it into implementation 
with this bill. Let’s look for some evi-
dence, empirical evidence, systemati-
cally done to justify the adoption of 
such a sweeping bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I call for the adoption 
of my amendment, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Kentucky is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, extend-
ing the probationary period is not a 
new idea. Federal manager groups have 
advocated for an extended proba-
tionary period for more than a decade. 

The Government Accountability Of-
fice completed a study on the proba-
tionary period in February of 2015. In 
that study, chief human capital offi-
cers told GAO a longer probationary 
period could help supervisors make a 
performance assessment for those occu-
pations that are particularly complex 
or difficult to assess. GAO also rec-
ommended considering, ‘‘extending the 
supervisory probationary period be-
yond 1 year to include at least 1 full 
employee appraisal cycle.’’ 

As far back as 2005, the Merit Sys-
tems Protection Board completed a 
study and recommended longer proba-
tionary periods when an agency deems 
it necessary to fully evaluate a proba-
tioner. It is not necessary to wait for 
more studies on this issue. 

This amendment strikes the entire 
bill, meaning the current probationary 
period would remain the same and the 
problems that GAO and others have 
identified would persist. This amend-
ment undermines the entire purpose of 
the bill, which is to allow managers’ 
employees more time to conduct a fair 
and complete assessment of proba-
tionary Federal employees. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to op-
pose this amendment, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. RASKIN). 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank Mr. CONNOLLY, and I want to 
salute him as a really ardent champion 
for those of your constituents who 
work in the Federal Government. In 
Maryland, as in Virginia, we have lots 
of them, but it is not just there. 

Eighty-five percent of the Federal 
workforce lives outside of the Wash-
ington/Maryland/Virginia area: Ken-
tucky and California and South Caro-
lina and Texas. This would apply to all 
new employees. Millions of new people 
coming into the workforce would be 
added, doubling the probationary pe-
riod. Imagine if you were trying to hire 
for your small business and you had to 
tell people that they were going to be 
on probation for 2 years basically, with 
none of the rights that you would have 
vested as if you had really gotten hired 
and been part of the workforce. 

I want to say, they are willing, ap-
parently, in this bill, to give people a 
whole extra year on probation. They 
are not wanting to wait even 1 year or 
a half a year, maybe, for the GAO to do 
a proper study so we can use evidence- 
based policymaking, as the gentleman 
says. That is the very least that we can 
do. 

The good gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. COMER) said that there was a 
study done 10 years ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
Members to vote ‘‘no’’ on this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia will be 
postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
resume on those amendments printed 
in House Report 115–430 on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed, in the 
following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida. 

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. CONNOLLY 
of Virginia. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is a request for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 
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The Clerk will redesignate the 

amendment. 
The Clerk redesignated the amend-

ment. 
RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 15- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 195, noes 221, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 646] 

AYES—195 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bacon 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—221 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Banks (IN) 
Barr 
Barton 

Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 

Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 

Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 

Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 

Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—17 

Barletta 
Bridenstine 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Delaney 
Gohmert 

Harper 
Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Norman 
Pocan 
Posey 

Renacci 
Scalise 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There are 2 minutes remaining. 

b 1637 
Ms. STEFANIK, Messrs. OLSON, 

BISHOP of Utah, and Ms. GRANGER 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mrs. TORRES and Mr. DOGGETT 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CON-
NOLLY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 193, noes 223, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 647] 

AYES—193 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 

Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—223 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 

Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
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Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 

Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—17 

Bridenstine 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Delaney 
Harper 
Jayapal 

Kennedy 
Norman 
Pocan 
Posey 
Renacci 
Ruppersberger 

Rutherford 
Scalise 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1644 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. FERGUSON). 

There being no further amendments, 
under the rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
BYRNE) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
FERGUSON, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 4182) to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to modify proba-
tionary periods with respect to posi-
tions within the competitive service 

and the Senior Executive Service, and 
for other purposes, and, pursuant to 
House Resolution 635, he reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on passage of H.R. 4182 
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on 
passage of H.R. 3017. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 213, noes 204, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 648] 

AYES—213 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 

Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 

Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 

Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Valadao 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOES—204 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Cook 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
Denham 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 

Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 

Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—16 

Bridenstine 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Delaney 

Grijalva 
Harper 
Jayapal 
Kennedy 

Norman 
Pocan 
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Posey 
Renacci 

Scalise 
Stivers 

Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1651 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

BROWNFIELDS ENHANCEMENT, 
ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT, 
AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2017 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the pas-
sage of the bill (H.R. 3017) to amend the 
Comprehensive Environmental Re-
sponse, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 to reauthorize and improve 
the brownfields program, and for other 
purposes, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 8, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 649] 

YEAS—409 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barragán 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 

Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 

Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Ellison 
Emmer 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes (KS) 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Handel 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 

MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—8 

Amash 
Biggs 
Budd 

Gaetz 
Garrett 
Labrador 

Massie 
Sanford 

NOT VOTING—16 

Bridenstine 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Delaney 

Harper 
Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Norman 

Pearce 
Pocan 

Posey 
Renacci 

Scalise 
Stivers 

Taylor 
Webster (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1700 

Mr. BROWN of Maryland changed his 
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I was absent in 
the House Chamber for rollcall votes 642 
through 649 on Thursday, November 30, 
2017, as a result of the flu. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
vote 642, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 643, ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall vote 644, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 645, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 646, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
vote 647, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 648, and ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall vote 649. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, due to my at-

tendance of a close friend’s funeral I missed 
the following votes. Had I been present, I 
would have voted: ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 646, 
‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 647, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 
648, and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 649. 

f 

RELATING TO THE EXERCISE OF 
THE AUTHORITY OF THE RANK-
ING MINORITY MEMBER OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 636 
Resolved, That until otherwise provided by 

the House, the authority of the ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary shall be exercised by the minority 
member of the Committee who, prior to the 
adoption of this resolution, ranked imme-
diately below the ranking minority member. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

HONORING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. FASO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FASO. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great respect and sorrow that I rise 
today to announce the passing of our 
former colleague, Congressman Mau-
rice Hinchey. 

Mr. Hinchey passed away on Novem-
ber 22, just before Thanksgiving, at the 
age of 79 in Saugerties, New York, leav-
ing behind an extraordinary legacy 
that was marked by fervent patriotism, 
political courage, and forward-thinking 
leadership. 

During his 20 years of service in the 
House of Representatives, Maurice Hin-
chey represented a broad swath of New 
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York State, from the Hudson Valley 
and the Catskill Mountains, over in the 
Southern Tier as well. Many of those 
areas make up what is today’s 19th 
Congressional District, which I cur-
rently represent. 

I also had the honor of working 
alongside Mr. Hinchey for 6 years in 
the New York State Assembly. There, 
he developed and honed his legislative 
skills as chairman of the assembly’s 
Environmental Conservation Com-
mittee. 

We proudly note the service of Mau-
rice Hinchey to the Nation, and I am 
glad to be joined here by colleagues 
from the New York delegation and the 
dean of the delegation, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
to extend our heartfelt condolences to 
Maurice Hinchey’s widow, and to the 
entire Hinchey family. 

f 

HONORING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the life of Maurice 
Hinchey. He was an extraordinary 
friend who had the courage to take on 
all of the tough issues. 

We served 4 years together in the 
New York State Assembly and 20 years 
together in Congress. I watched him do 
what he did best: defend the constitu-
ents and the land that he represented. 

He is remembered as an environ-
mental hero for his promotion of re-
newable energy and for sounding the 
alarm on the risks of hydraulic frac-
turing. Maurice did more to support 
the natural resources of the Catskill 
Mountains and Hudson Valley than 
anyone else. 

From his efforts to clean up the Hud-
son River to the establishment of the 
Hudson River Valley National Heritage 
Area, his legacy will endure. 

To the millions of visitors who enjoy 
the Catskill Mountains or explore the 
Hudson Valley, you have a champion to 
thank. His name was Maurice Hinchey. 

f 

THE GRAND CANYON FFA TEAMS 
RECEIVES A GOLD MEDAL 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late the Grand Canyon FFA for bring-
ing home the gold at a recent national 
competition. 

The Wellsboro High School team of 
10th graders recently traveled to the 
National FFA Convention in Indianap-
olis. The team competed in the Con-
duct of Meeting event that is focused 
on parliamentary procedure. 

As part of the competition, the team 
performs a meeting demonstration that 
includes an opening ceremony and a 
surprise issue to debate. They make 

motions and resolve the issue within 13 
minutes. Each team member has to an-
swer oral questions and take a knowl-
edge exam. 

Mr. Speaker, I am incredibly proud of 
the Grand Canyon FFA team for ad-
vancing to the Gold Level Round and 
placing sixth overall in the Nation. 

It is clear that the FFA is making a 
positive difference in the lives of stu-
dents by developing their leadership 
skills, personal growth, and career suc-
cess through agricultural education. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the 
members of the Grand Canyon FFA 
team on a job well done: Kylie Butler, 
Nina Coolidge, Rayann Pierce, Austin 
Richards, McKenzie Sweigart, Katarina 
Swendrowski, and Taylor Wetherbee. 

f 

WE NEED TAX REFORM 

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about tax reform. Tax re-
form should be all about helping those 
who are in need: Working families, vet-
erans, seniors, small-business owners, 
just to name a few. 

Unfortunately, the plan that the con-
gressional Republicans are currently 
ramming through the Senate with the 
vote that could happen just in a few 
short hours does exactly the opposite. 

Their plan would overwhelmingly 
benefit the superrich and the well-con-
nected at the expense of the middle 
class, small businesses, not to mention 
veterans and seniors struggling to 
make ends meet. 

The middle class and small busi-
nesses, we can do better by them. In-
stead of giving us a budget-busting 
half-trillion-dollar tax cut to the 
wealthiest Americans, let’s provide 
greater tax relief to working families. 
Let’s keep our promise to the veterans. 
Let’s strengthen Medicare, Social Se-
curity, and Medicaid. Let’s help the as-
piring entrepreneurs pursue their pas-
sion. Let’s ensure better wages, better 
jobs, better opportunities, and a better 
future for all Americans. 

f 

HONORING OFFICER JAIMIE COX 

(Mr. KINZINGER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. KINZINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of Officer Jaimie 
Cox, a fallen hero from my district who 
was killed in the line of duty during a 
traffic stop on November 5, 2017. 

Jaimie Cox, a Rockford native, 
served our community and our country 
proudly. After graduating high school, 
he served in the United States Army 
National Guard. He was deployed to Af-
ghanistan in 2008 and was honorably 
discharged in 2010. He went on to at-
tend Northern Illinois University and 
graduated in 2014. 

For his military service, Cox received 
the Combat Infantryman Badge, Army 

Achievement Medal, and the Army 
Commendation Medal. He also won the 
Illinois National Guard Abraham Lin-
coln Medal of Freedom Ribbon. 

Following college, Cox joined the law 
enforcement division at the Illinois De-
partment of Natural Resources before 
coming home to serve as an officer in 
the Rockford Police Department. 

Mr. Speaker, Jaimie Cox spent his 
life dedicated to serving and protecting 
others. On a daily basis, he risked his 
life to help others and he gave the ulti-
mate sacrifice protecting our commu-
nity. 

On behalf of the 16th Congressional 
District of Illinois, we honor his serv-
ice, mourn his sacrifice, and pay trib-
ute to our fallen hero, Jaimie Cox. 

f 

THE IMPORTANCE OF NET 
NEUTRALITY 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to talk about the importance of pre-
serving net neutrality. 

As many of my colleagues are aware, 
cybersecurity is a top priority of mine, 
as I believe it is the national and econ-
omy security challenge of the 21st cen-
tury. 

As co-chair of the Congressional Cy-
bersecurity Caucus, I have fought for 
years to help reduce security risks 
while preserving the amazing benefits 
of an open interoperable internet. 

But the internet was not designed 
with security in mind, so I haven’t 
been surprised by the work needed to 
better protect our networks and data. 

But the internet was designed to be 
free and open. That is why, Mr. Speak-
er, I have been stunned by the Federal 
Communication Commission’s recent 
proposal to end net neutrality and 
allow a small group of large companies 
to control what we see online. This is 
absolutely outrageous. 

I have heard from countless constitu-
ents back home in Rhode Island about 
this misguided effort, and I join them 
in calling for the FCC to reject it. 

Mr. Speaker, we do need to better 
protect ourselves on the internet, but 
we better make sure there is still a free 
and open internet to protect. 

f 

LAW ENFORCEMENT MENTAL 
HEALTH AND WELLNESS 

(Mr. SMUCKER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, every 
day, our law enforcement officers and 
first responders place their lives at risk 
to protect our neighborhoods and our 
families. They deserve our respect, our 
admiration, and support. 

That support can come in many dif-
ferent forms, but an important compo-
nent to supporting our law enforce-
ment officers is to provide them the re-
sources they need for mental wellness. 
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Law enforcement officers have stress-

ful jobs. They are exposed to higher 
levels of violence and death than the 
average American. 

One in five officers has PTSD. One in 
four officers have thought about sui-
cide at one point during their career, 
and the suicide rate for police officers 
is four times higher than the rate for 
firefighters. 

We can do more, Mr. Speaker. That is 
why I am glad the House passed the 
Law Enforcement Mental Health and 
Wellness Act earlier this week. 

This legislation will provide law en-
forcement’s agencies with the re-
sources they need to address mental 
health issues faced by officers. It will 
make grants available to departments 
across the country and it will study the 
effectiveness of regular mental health 
checks and crisis hotlines. 

I have had numerous conversations 
with law enforcement leaders and po-
lice officers in my district, and this is 
a priority for them. It is supported by 
the Fraternal Order of Police, the Na-
tional Law Enforcement Officers Asso-
ciation, and the National Association 
of Police Officers. 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the 
House is working to improve the men-
tal health of those who are charged 
with protecting us. I thank the men 
and women who put on the blue uni-
form each day to keep us safe. 

f 

RECOGNIZING PREMATURITY 
AWARENESS MONTH 

(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize Prematurity Awareness Month. 

Today, we think of infant mortality 
as a problem of the past, but according 
to the World Health Organization, com-
plications of pre-term birth now out-
rank all other causes as the world’s 
number one killer of children under the 
age of 5. 

Prematurity is a serious global prob-
lem affecting families from every na-
tion and every facet of society, even 
here in the most developed nation in 
the world. 

In the 2017 March of Dimes’ Pre-
mature Birth Report Card, the United 
States was awarded a C grade due to 
the persistence of high pre-term birth 
rates. 

However, up to 75 percent of all 
deaths due to pre-term birth can be 
prevented through relatively low-cost 
interventions. We have the resources to 
address this problem, but we must also 
have the will. 

Let’s recognize November as Pre-
maturity Awareness Month by sup-
porting efforts at home and abroad to 
reduce the impact of pre-term births, 
honor those working on this issue 
around the globe, and promote policies 
that will prevent pre-term births and 
improve outcomes for affected infants. 

My resolution, H.R. 625, I believe, 
would do just that. 

f 

b 1715 

REMEMBERING GARY LEWIS 

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to remember the life of 
Mr. Gary Lewis who passed away on 
November 20 at 65 years of age. 

Mr. Lewis was well known in Jesup, 
Georgia, for serving his community 
with his dentistry practice. For years 
in Jesup, he served all corners of his 
town with quality dental care, and, 
after his retirement, Dr. Hugh Arm-
strong continued his legacy of den-
tistry. 

Mr. Lewis’ dedication to his commu-
nity is exemplified by his work with 
Help a Child Smile Mobile Dental Pro-
gram. In this program, Mr. Lewis 
would go into schools and use his ex-
pertise as a dentist, free of charge, to 
serve students whose parents may not 
have the funds, the time, or the ability 
to regularly take their child to a den-
tist. 

Outside of dentistry, Mr. Lewis en-
joyed hunting and fishing and was an 
active member of the Jesup Primitive 
Baptist Church. 

I know the entire Jesup community 
will miss Mr. Lewis’ bright spirit and 
helping hand. 

f 

REMEMBERING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. NADLER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to remember a great champion of 
the people who passed away last week 
at the age of 79. Maurice Hinchey was, 
indeed, a great champion of the people, 
a great patriot, and a great leader. 

I served with him in the State As-
sembly in New York for 16 years and 
here in the Congress for 20 years. He 
was perhaps one of the foremost envi-
ronmentalists of his generation. He led 
the successful fight to get General 
Electric to clean up the PCBs in the 
Hudson River, to clean up that river 
and make it not quite drinkable yet, 
but make it environmentally safe. 

He led every environmental battle. 
He is one of those people who made it 
easier to serve in Congress because you 
could always check and say, ‘‘Did I do 
the right thing on an environmental 
vote,’’ by looking to see how Maurice 
voted. 

Maurice was a liberal in a conserv-
ative area, and everyone loved him be-
cause they knew what a wonderful man 
he was, and they knew how much he 
cared about his constituents and about 
the country. It didn’t matter whether 
he was liberal or conservative. Every-

body loved him. We all did, we all do, 
we regret his passing, and may he rest 
in peace. 

f 

NATIONAL ADOPTION MONTH 
(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, Novem-
ber is National Adoption Month, which 
is an opportunity to remember the 
more than 400,000 children across the 
country who are waiting for a family 
to provide them with a loving home, 
one they can call their own. The back-
bone of American society is the family 
unit. The children in foster care sys-
tems around the country deserve to 
know the love and warmth of a sup-
portive family, and more and more 
across the country are promoting 
awareness of adoption and the children 
waiting to be shown support by adop-
tive families. 

The best way to help children grow 
up to be good citizens, hold jobs, invent 
new technologies, discover cures for 
diseases, and become role models for 
other children is to provide them lead-
ership, love, and support as they grow 
up. 

Mr. Speaker, adoption brings so 
much joy to so many children as well 
as their new families. During National 
Adoption Month, let’s continue to de-
vote resources to ensure we can con-
tinue spreading this joy. 

f 

REMEMBERING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
a giant of the Hudson Valley, former 
Congressman Maurice Hinchey. 

Mr. Hinchey passed away last week, 
but 21 years ago, I had the opportunity 
to be a young volunteer on his cam-
paign for Congress. A few days ago, I 
attended his wake with hundreds of my 
neighbors in the Hudson Valley. 

When you met Maurice Hinchey, you 
met, first and foremost, a real, live, 
flesh-and-blood human being who was 
strong, principled, and passionate. 
That person became a real hero to 
many of us in the Hudson Valley. 

We celebrate his life of service in the 
Navy, in the New York Assembly, and, 
of course, here in the Congress. 

I am blessed to represent a district 
that includes many of the same com-
munities that Maurice Hinchey rep-
resented. When I took office, I heard 
the same thing again and again: if you 
want to succeed, just do what Maurice 
Hinchey did. That advice is easier said 
than done, but I have tried. 

He was one of a kind: a leader, a 
fighter, a gentleman, and a statesman. 
He was a tireless advocate for the Hud-
son River and for the larger environ-
ment. 
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We are all blessed to have been 

served by him, and he will be sorely 
missed. 

f 

MOVE THE U.S. EMBASSY TO 
JERUSALEM 

(Mr. GAETZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, the Jeru-
salem Embassy Act, signed by Presi-
dent Clinton, requires the American 
Embassy in Israel to be moved to Jeru-
salem. But this law also allows the 
President to waive the act every 90 
days, which has happened ever since. 

This Friday, President Trump must 
decide to sign another waiver or to 
honor our friend and ally, Israel. I rise 
to call on President Trump to move the 
U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem. 

Jerusalem is the eternal, undivided 
capital of Israel, yet our Embassy is in 
Tel Aviv. This is disrespectful, 
dismissive, and wrong. It sends the 
message that Israel cannot designate 
its own capital city. 

Some claim that moving the Em-
bassy threatens peace between Israel 
and Palestinians. But the Palestinian 
Authority does far more to jeopardize 
peace than the location of our Em-
bassy. They name schools after terror-
ists and Nazis, teach children that the 
murder of Jews is noble, and they pay 
the salaries of terrorists. 

Moving our Embassy will tell the 
Palestinian Authority that their days 
of denying Israel’s existence are over, 
and that they must become a partner 
in peace. 

Mr. Speaker, the time is now. It is 
time to honor our promise to Israel and 
to move the American Embassy to Je-
rusalem. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mrs. LOWEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of my longtime 
friend and colleague, Maurice Hinchey, 
who passed away this month at the age 
of 79. 

A lifelong public servant, Congress-
man Hinchey was a steadfast champion 
for New York’s Hudson Valley and 
never wavered in his commitment to 
the people he served, the communities 
he represented, and the causes in which 
he believed. 

Over his 20 years in the Congress, 
Congressman Hinchey helped shape the 
course of his environmental movement 
and record, and as a senior member of 
the House Appropriations Committee, 
he always put the Hudson Valley and 
New York State first, ensuring that 
our priorities were reflected in the Na-
tion’s spending policies and securing 
New Yorkers’ fair share of Federal re-
sources. 

Congressman Hinchey inspired and 
influenced not only a generation of 
public servants and community lead-
ers, but also those of us who had the 
good fortune to serve alongside him in 
this body. We will miss him deeply. 

My thoughts are with Congressman 
Hinchey’s wife, Ilene; his children, 
Michelle, Reese, and Josef; and the 
countless people in the Hudson Valley 
and beyond whose lives he enriched. 

f 

CATASTROPHIC FLOODING AID 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
certainly my deepest thoughts as well 
to the Hinchey family. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today because I 
come from an area that saw the great-
est catastrophic flooding in the history 
of the continental United States. 
Someone asked me: I haven’t heard 
anything from your State. 

I said to them: We are still hurting. 
We do have 120,000 to 130,000 homes 

still under water. People are living in 
shells. 

I am not selfish. I know what is going 
on in Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands, and Florida. We begged the ad-
ministration to give us the amount of 
money in their request for what was 
needed, and we got $44 billion for every 
victim from the U.S. Virgin Islands to 
Puerto Rico to Florida to Texas. I 
can’t stand for that, for the desperate 
people who are in need. 

I ask the President to reevaluate his 
submission and to submit to us a rea-
soned response to the devastation of 
this State and the other States. I ask 
the appropriators, who I know are very 
concerned, to come together to give us 
the emergency supplemental so that 
homes can be rebuilt, that homes can 
be bought out, and that, in fact, the in-
frastructure that is crumbling and 
caused the major flooding, that res-
ervoir pools that flooded whole com-
plete developments, can be fixed, that 
we can do infrastructure and save lives. 

The people of the floods beg of you, 
and we will be in the fight. 

f 

THE TAX BILL 
(Mr. O’ROURKE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, the tax 
bill that this Chamber voted on 2 
weeks ago was bad enough, added $1.5 
trillion to the debt, 36 million middle 
class households will see their taxes go 
up, and 50 percent of those tax cuts 
would go to the wealthiest 1 percent in 
this country. 

But the Senate bill that is being de-
bated on the other side of this Capitol 
right now is even worse. In addition to 
what I just described, we will see 13 
million Americans lose their ability to 
see a doctor, to stay healthy, to take 
care of themselves, and even to live 
their lives. 

For those lucky enough to have 
healthcare, their premiums in Texas, 
for example, will go up, on average, 
$1,700 a year. We will see 1 million of 
our fellow Texans lose their health in-
surance if this bill passes. 

Now, many people have called my of-
fice to ask what they can do to help. 
The number for the Capitol switch-
board is 202–224–3121. It will be the pub-
lic pressure that will help to form the 
political will for our colleagues in the 
Senate to do the right thing and to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this tax bill. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE LIFE OF 
FORMER CONGRESSMAN MAU-
RICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. TONKO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
pay tribute to the life of Maurice Hin-
chey, a beloved friend and an awesome 
colleague. 

I entered into the New York State 
Assembly when he was the environ-
mental conservation chair for the New 
York State Assembly. I witnessed his 
fight to expose toxic contamination of 
Love Canal where he worked against il-
legal waste dumping by organized 
crime. I watched as he worked so hard 
to protect the Catskills and the Adi-
rondacks from acid rain. It was there 
that I witnessed his integrity, his in-
tellect, his compassion, and his passion 
to make a difference. 

Then he came to Washington to serve 
this Nation. He worked hard to estab-
lish the Hudson River Valley Green-
way. He worked hard to fight against 
PCB contamination of the Hudson 
River. He made certain that 
hydrofracking would not destroy our 
environment. He made certain that he 
spoke out against the Iraq war and 
spoke out against NAFTA and the 
damage it could do to American jobs. 

This was a person who was prin-
cipled. He acted with those principles 
with every fiber of his being. Today I 
want to recognize that person, our 
voice for the environment, a principled 
individual that the late Governor 
Mario Cuomo called the environmental 
conscience of New York State. 

I extend my deepest condolences to 
his wife, Ilene Marder Hinchey; and his 
children, Reese, Josef, and Michelle. 

I know that, in the last year of his 
life, Maurice and his family worked to 
raise awareness for frontotemporal de-
generation. I am hoping that their 
fight will continue so that others im-
pacted by this disease will be able to 
conquer that situation. 

Maurice, rest in peace. You are a 
champion. 

We don’t live in a perfect world, per-
haps we never will. But those who are 
disadvantaged and those who are in 
need will need a champion. That cham-
pion was Maurice Hinchey, and he will 
continue to inspire. 
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b 1730 

REMEMBERING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise 
to mourn the loss of our great col-
league, Maurice Hinchey. 

I knew Maurice for more than 30 
years. We served together for many 
years in the New York State Assembly, 
and then he came to Congress. 

In the assembly in Albany and all of 
New York State, he was known as one 
of the champions of the environment. 
He chaired that committee in Albany. 
When he came to Washington, he also, 
as my colleagues have said, cham-
pioned green things and making sure 
the environment was safe for all of us 
for generations to come. 

The thing that I really remember 
about Maurice Hinchey is what a nice 
person he was. He was soft-spoken but 
sharp, intelligent, and honest. He was 
the kind of person who was in public 
service for all the right reasons and 
really was a model Member of Congress 
for so many of us. Whether you agreed 
with him or disagreed with him, he lis-
tened to you. He was a tenacious fight-
er and a really smart individual who 
really, really knew his subject. 

The thing I remember about Maurice 
is what a nice guy he was, how soft- 
spoken he was, and how caring he was. 
He didn’t enter public life to get the 
accolades. He entered it because he 
really believed government should 
make a difference and could make a 
difference. 

Let me say, Maurice, you did make a 
difference: You made a difference to 
many in America; you made a dif-
ference to those of us in New York 
State; you made a difference to your 
friends who served in the New York 
State Assembly in Albany; and you 
made a difference in the United States 
Congress here in Washington. 

Rest in peace, Maurice. We will miss 
you, but we will never forget you. 

f 

REMEMBERING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. SERRANO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I join 
my colleagues in honoring the mem-
ory, legacy, and public office of Mau-
rice Hinchey. 

Mo and I were elected in the same 
election in 1974 and met during fresh-
man orientation that December on a 
cold Albany day. From then on, we 
were friends. 

I came from the South Bronx, so I 
knew about the issues of the environ-
ment, but I didn’t know the intricacies 
of how they should be approached legis-
latively. He taught me all about it, as 
he did our whole freshman class. From 

day one, he was that person who spoke 
about saving this Earth, saving this 
country, and saving this land that has 
been loaned to us. 

In addition, Maurice was, as has been 
said here, one of the nicest guys you 
could ever imagine. He was a unique 
elected official. He was a liberal in a 
conservative district who was loved by 
his constituents. 

Early in my assembly career, the 
first year, I visited his district and saw 
how he cared for the people and how 
they cared for him. He took me all 
around. It was wonderful how he loved 
his community. 

He taught us that there were places 
outside of New York. I will always re-
member Maurice used to say to me: I 
have got to go to New York City once 
a month. 

I said: Why? 
He said: Just to charge my batteries, 

get the big city lights, and then I come 
back. 

He was a special human being. He 
could play softball and swing a bat like 
no one else. 

I will miss you, my brother. I will 
miss you. You are special. The people 
will miss you forever. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, last week we lost 
one of the finest people ever to serve 
the people of New York State and the 
country when Congressman Maurice 
Hinchey passed away. 

I would like to express my deepest 
condolences to his wife, Ilene; his sons, 
Reese and Josef; his daughter, 
Michelle; and the entire Hinchey fam-
ily. 

Maurice leaves behind a legacy of 
service that is second to none. During 
his 18 years in the New York State As-
sembly, he became what former Gov-
ernor Mario Cuomo called ‘‘the envi-
ronmental conscience of New York 
State’’ for his groundbreaking inves-
tigations into polluters and landmark 
environmental laws. 

When he came to Congress in 1993, he 
continued that work, creating the Hud-
son River Valley National Heritage 
Area, preserving wild public lands, and 
doing everything possible to clean and 
protect his beloved Hudson River. 

Maurice and I came to Congress in 
the same class and we became fast 
friends. I already miss him dearly, but 
I know that his work and his legacy 
will be remembered for generations to 
come. To know him was to love him. 

Rest in peace, my dear friend. 
f 

GOP TAX SCAM 

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, mil-
lions of Americans will lie awake in 

bed this evening worried about their 
ability to take care of their families 
because they simply don’t make 
enough money and are struggling with 
the daily needs of life. 

What is the Republican Party work-
ing to do to make it even worse? 

Passing a tax cut for the richest peo-
ple in this country, the most powerful 
corporations, that will result in raising 
taxes on 82 million families, providing 
$1.5 trillion debt for the next genera-
tion, making deep cuts to Medicare, 
Medicaid, Pell grants, and infrastruc-
ture—all things that are necessary to 
grow and strengthen the middle class 
of this country—which will be a huge 
boon to the richest people in America. 

The Senate version will also remove 
13 million people from having access to 
affordable healthcare. The Republicans 
in the Senate are doing this right now. 

The American people need to be cer-
tain that their voices are being heard 
to stop this proposal. It is a scam that 
will impose tremendous costs on work-
ing people in this country. It will pro-
vide tremendous benefits to the very 
powerful and very wealthy. It 
incentivizes American companies to 
ship American jobs overseas by making 
those incentives more generous. 

The American people deserve a better 
deal. They deserve better wages, better 
jobs, and a better future. They deserve 
a much better deal than this raw deal 
these Republicans are giving in this 
tax scam. 

f 

GOP TAX SCAM 
(Mr. SOTO asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to take a moment to provide every 
American with a plot summary of the 
GOP tax scam. 

Step one: cut taxes for powerful bil-
lionaires and millionaires. 

Step two: grow a giant, $2.5 trillion 
debt. 

Part of that is to also grow the def-
icit so we can get to step three: use 
that to justify cuts to Medicare and 
Social Security for our seniors. 

Our ability to protect our environ-
ment for the future, education, infra-
structure, research and development, 
homeland security, and our military 
all will see cuts if this goes through. 

If you are worried about income in-
equality, this puts that disparity on 
steroids by charging the credit card 
and getting rid of popular deductions 
to boot, and it will ship jobs overseas 
by lowering the abroad tax rate. 

But don’t take my word for it. While 
Main Street continues to suffer, Wall 
Street is throwing a party with record 
stock increases today. 

It is time to take a stand against the 
GOP tax scam. 

f 

PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS: GOP TAX 
SCAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GARRETT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the 
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gentleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to be here this evening on be-
half of the Progressive Caucus in Con-
gress, which is in very strong opposi-
tion to both the House and Senate 
versions of the tax scam that is speed-
ing through the United States Congress 
this week. We have several members 
who would like to participate in this. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE). He 
is a passionate representative of the 
people of Rhode Island and a real 
champion of the American middle 
class. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend, the gentleman from Mary-
land, for yielding. 

I want to quote Congressman RASKIN, 
who has said before, and I think it ac-
tually accurately captures what is hap-
pening: The Republicans are moving at 
the speed of light in the dark of night 
to jam through this proposal which 
will visit so much harm upon our econ-
omy and upon the American people, 
and particularly onto working families. 

I think it is important to say, at the 
outset, that the process that has pro-
duced this piece of legislation that is 
now under consideration in the Sen-
ate—their own version of the same pro-
posal—is an important thing to under-
stand. 

The last time that we did comprehen-
sive tax reform—it was before I arrived 
in Congress—there were hundreds of 
people who testified. There were hear-
ings to really understand the implica-
tions of these proposals. 

Our economy is complicated. Tax 
policy is complicated. You want to be 
sure that you are making the right de-
cisions based on good information, 
good evidence, and the guidance of ex-
perts. 

This proposal in the House and, simi-
larly, in the Senate happened with no 
hearings. Not a single witness testified. 
In fact, it was drafted even without the 
participation of some of the Repub-
lican Members of Congress. It was pre-
sented as a finished product and then 
brought to the floor for a vote. 

One of the reasons I would say, Mr. 
Speaker, that my Republican col-
leagues are trying to get this done so 
quickly is because the more the Amer-
ican people learn about this proposal, 
the more they realize that it is not 
something they support, and it under-
mines the long-term health and pros-
perity of our country. 

What does it do? 
It provides a huge, gigantic tax cut 

for the people at the very top. About 50 
percent of the proposal goes to the top 
1 percent. 

It creates greater economic incen-
tives to ship American jobs overseas. 
Think about that. It creates better in-
centives to send good jobs overseas. 

It raises taxes on 82 million middle 
class families. 

It imposes $1.5 trillion additional 
debt on the next generation. 

To pay for all of this, it imposes deep 
cuts on things that are so important to 
the economy and important to working 
families: Medicare, Medicaid. We will 
see more cuts in infrastructure, edu-
cation, and all the things that are nec-
essary to build and strengthen our 
economy. 

This is a gigantic giveaway to the 
biggest corporations and the wealthiest 
people of this country, and it is paid 
for by the middle class. It is paid for by 
hardworking Americans. 

There are, as I said just a moment 
ago, millions of people who lie awake 
at night worrying about whether or not 
they can make ends meet, take care of 
their families, and pay their bills be-
cause they are just not making enough 
money. 

But instead of addressing that with a 
real tax reform proposal that provides 
real tax relief to middle class families 
and incentivizes the creation of good- 
paying jobs, this does just the opposite. 
It makes the situation worse. In fact, 
what the bill does, although its name is 
something about job creation, it does 
just the opposite because it is premised 
on this economic theory called trickle- 
down economics: if you let people at 
the very top hold on to more of their 
money, keep more of what they make, 
it will somehow just trickle down to 
the rest of us. 

We know that is an economic theory 
that doesn’t work. It doesn’t work be-
cause what you really need to create 
jobs and to grow the economy is for 
people of the middle class to have a 
good-paying job and have money in 
their pockets so they can buy the 
goods and services businesses produce. 
That is how you grow the economy. 

If you go to any small business in my 
State and ask, ‘‘What do you need to 
create another job to add to your num-
ber of employees?’’ they will tell you, 
‘‘I need customers. I need people to buy 
the things I make and sell.’’ 

That is why having a tax policy that 
invests in rebuilding the middle class 
and provides tax relief to middle class 
families and doesn’t rely on this trick-
le-down economics is the way that you 
grow the economy. This does just the 
opposite. 

In addition to that proposal on the 
Senate side, they have inserted another 
proposal that will strip away 
healthcare from 13 million Americans. 

Think about this: Just when you 
thought this bill or this approach 
couldn’t get any worse, the Senate Re-
publicans have done that. 

We had a rally today with folks from 
all across this country who are stand-
ing up to say: This is not fair. This 
makes our Tax Code worse. This pro-
vides no relief for the people who need 
it. It doesn’t help small businesses. In-
stead, it is a reflection of what a 
swamp Washington is. 

All those folks who have a lot of po-
litical power, who spend a lot of money 
on elections, have allowed or have de-
manded that a tax bill go forward that 
benefits them. 

Shame on my colleagues. This is a 
disgrace. What this is going to do to 
our economy and to working families is 
something that everyone who votes for 
this will be responsible for. 

We are still hoping that we can de-
feat this proposal in the Senate and 
move forward in a bipartisan way for 
serious tax reform that will grow the 
economy, that will provide relief to 
middle class families, that will help 
raise people’s wages and not be a huge 
giveaway for the richest people in the 
country, the most powerful corpora-
tions, incentivizing shipping American 
jobs overseas and then giving the bill 
to the next generation and to working 
families in this country. 

This is dead wrong. We have to defeat 
it. 

I thank my friend, the gentleman 
from Maryland, for organizing this 
Special Order hour so we can continue 
to bring attention to this horrible 
piece of legislation, which, by the 
way—I will end with this—is not tax 
reform. This is a scam being visited 
upon the American people. We need to 
do everything we can to stop it. 

b 1745 
Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

Mr. CICILLINE for his strong leadership 
for the people of Rhode Island and his 
dedication to the middle class of Amer-
ica, which is besieged and under attack 
today in Washington, D.C. You know, 
the former Secretary of the Treasury, 
Robert Rubin, came and said that this 
is the worst piece of tax legislation he 
had seen ever in the history of the 
United States of America. 

Now, the good news is that the Amer-
ican people have taken a look, and 
they don’t like it. By more than 2–1, 
the American people in public opinion 
polls are rejecting this plan. The 
Quinnipiac poll found that American 
voters are rejecting the plan by more 
than 2–1, with 52 percent disapproving 
and only 25 percent approving. Every 
day, the more people find out about it, 
the more that they hate the guts of 
this bill and what is inside of the tax 
plan. 

We are in a situation of ‘‘beat the 
clock’’ now. Can we get the informa-
tion out to the people, Mr. Speaker, 
about what is in this bill before it is 
rammed through the United States 
Congress? 

So let’s start with this: 82 million 
middle class households are going to 
see their taxes go up over the next dec-
ade. They are going to completely ob-
literate the State and local tax deduc-
tion, which States like mine, Mary-
land, New Jersey, Connecticut, Cali-
fornia, Illinois, are going to be killed 
by, because if you make investments in 
your educational infrastructure, if you 
make investments in the transpor-
tation infrastructure, now they want 
to abolish the State and local tax de-
duction and make you pay twice for 
the same money that you have earned, 
while driving pressure down on the 
States to eliminate investment in the 
people who live in the States. 
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Well, so they are going to raise taxes 

on millions of middle class families. 
Why? So they can slash taxes for the 
wealthiest corporations and the 
wealthiest people in the country. They 
want to slash the corporate tax rate 
from 35 percent to 20 percent at a time 
of record corporate profits in America. 

They say that everybody is going to 
get wage increases by that. But we 
have already got record corporate prof-
its, and we have seen wage growth be 
stagnant under the policies that are 
being propounded by the GOP in Con-
gress. 

If you want to increase people’s 
wages, increase the minimum wage. 
Have some courage. Have some hon-
esty. Let’s increase the minimum 
wage. Let’s give America a raise. That 
will work, not just showering billions 
of dollars more on the richest people in 
the country. 

By the way, it is not just the richest 
people in the country. One-third of cor-
porate ownership in America goes to 
foreign investors. That is right. So if 
we decide to give $11⁄2 trillion to inves-
tors in America with a corporate tax 
break, one-third of that money is going 
to leave America immediately and go 
to China or Saudi Arabia or wherever 
the rich corporate investors are. 

The purpose of this bill isn’t even 
just to enrich the wealthiest people in 
America. It is to enrich the wealthiest 
people on Earth because the money is 
going to be flying overseas as soon as 
we institute this corporate tax cut. 

Then they build up record deficits: 
$1.5 trillion to $2 trillion in deficits on 
the House and Senate plans—which are 
twiddle dumb and twiddle dumber—$1.5 
trillion to $2 trillion that the children, 
the grandchildren, and the great-grand-
children of the middle class are going 
to be paying back for decades so there 
can be a party on Wall Street; so there 
can be a party among the 1 percent; so 
Donald Trump’s family, according to 
The New York Times, can collect up to 
$1 billion in tax relief. 

How are they doing it? 
Well, for example, they want to abol-

ish the estate tax, which right now ap-
plies only to two of the richest 1,000 
families in America. You take 1,000 
families, only two of them are even 
paying the estate tax because it applies 
only to the wealthiest people in the 
country. They want to abolish that; to-
tally in contradiction to the design of 
the Founders of America who did not 
want to see the transmission of mil-
lions, much less hundreds of millions, 
much less billions of dollars from one 
generation to the next because they 
understood that the intergenerational 
transmission of that kind of wealth is 
a threat to democracy. 

At a certain point, people have 
enough houses, they have enough 
yachts, they have enough helicopters. 

And now what do they want to buy? 
They want to buy a governorship. 

They want to buy a Senate seat. They 
want to buy a whole institution like 
the House of Representatives or the 
U.S. Senate. 

That is not democracy, and the 
Founders knew it. That is plutocracy. 

So the radical economic inequality, 
which they want to cement into place 
with this tax bill, is a direct threat to 
the Democratic values of country, the 
Democratic values of the Founders of 
America. 

They want to eliminate the student 
loan interest deduction and lifetime 
learning credits, a direct assault on 
middle class upward mobility. They 
want to make it much more expensive 
for young people to go to college and 
then to pay their loans back. 

They want to eliminate the medical 
expense deduction, which millions of 
families have used in order to take care 
of a loved one who has a serious long- 
term illness or is in long-term care. 
They just want to get rid of the med-
ical expense deduction. You should 
read the letters and the emails that I 
am getting from families that are say-
ing: ‘‘This will bankrupt us.’’ 

Right now, under the medical ex-
pense deduction, if you are spending 
more than 10 percent of your income on 
medical expenses, you can start to de-
duct it. They want to get rid of that. 

Oh, guess who else that hits as col-
lateral damage in the war against the 
middle class. 

Families with children with special 
needs. Right now, families with chil-
dren with special needs can go to a pri-
vate school and they can deduct the 
tuition and expenses of that education 
as part of the medical expense deduc-
tion. 

Well, the GOP wants to get rid of 
that, too, because I suppose life is just 
not hard enough on families in Amer-
ica who have kids with autism or kids 
with muscular dystrophy or kids who 
face any other manner of physical or 
neurological or mental or emotional 
problems. 

We should be on the side of the fami-
lies who are struggling with special 
needs children. We should be on their 
side. We should be on the side of the 
State and local governments that are 
trying heroically to address it. Instead, 
this legislation will pull the rug out 
from beneath families with special 
needs. 

They want to impose dramatic new 
limits on the mortgage interest deduc-
tion, which, again, has been essential 
for the middle class to be able to par-
take of homeownership, which has been 
so much a part of building the middle 
class in our country. 

Now, because the public is rebelling 
against this terrible tax plan the way 
the public rebelled against their ter-
rible ACA repeal plan, which would 
have stripped 30 million Americans of 
their healthcare—by the way, the Sen-
ate plan now has smuggled into it a 
provision which would go back to the 
discredited ACA repeal plan by trying 
to throw millions of people off of their 
healthcare by overturning the indi-
vidual mandate. 

Well, the public has figured this out, 
and, here, in Washington, it is a race 
against the clock. 

Will the tidal wave of public opinion 
reach Washington in time to stop them 
from passing a special interest tax 
scam, which appeals only to the top 1 
percent of the country? Or will they be 
able to get it through in time? 

But I appeal to my colleagues across 
the aisle, I beseech them, and I beg 
them to revisit the whole thing. This is 
not how we accomplish successful tax 
policy in the United States of America. 

We did it in 1986. The Democrats and 
Republicans came together to do it. 

You know how we did it? 
With more than 21⁄2 years of hearings, 

discussions, policy debates, town hall 
meetings all over America. We invited 
the best ideas to come from all sides, 
and it passed overwhelmingly in the 
House of Representatives. It passed 
overwhelmingly in the U.S. Senate. 
The tax reform proposal, at the end, 
had been vetted and debated so much, 
everybody had contributed to it, it was 
so uncontroversial that it passed the 
House on a voice vote overwhelmingly, 
maybe unanimously. Nobody even 
asked for a rollcall vote. The Senate 
passed its version by a near unanimous 
vote of 97–3. 

You see, that is how you do real tax 
reform. You bring the parties together 
to do it. There were more than 250 wit-
nesses who appeared in the House Ways 
and Means Committee, who appeared 
before the Senate Finance Committee. 
Sure, there were some knockdown, 
drag-out fights; sure, the Democrats 
and Republicans were fighting like cats 
and dogs, but we were committed to 
coming up with a consensus product 
that would work for America, and we 
did it. 

What we are seeing in Washington 
today is the exact opposite. The deter-
mination is to pass a completely par-
tisan piece of legislation at all costs, 
with a very narrow majority running 
over the minority completely, and it is 
not going to work because America is a 
democracy. Taxation is the way that 
we support our government; the 
projects that we develop together. In 
taxation of all fields, we need to make 
sure that we are getting the best ideas 
from all sides. You can’t ram it 
through and you can’t crush the oppo-
sition. 

What we are going to end up with—if 
they do manage to power this through 
with every manner of a backroom deal 
and a sweetheart contract and special 
interest strings attached, if they do 
manage to get it through, what you are 
going to have is a plan that is going to 
bankrupt the middle class the way that 
Donald Trump bankrupted four or five 
businesses. 

The difference is that if you bank-
rupt a hotel, if you bankrupt a casino, 
if you bankrupt a corporation, well, 
there were laws that allow you to get 
back on your feet, and Donald Trump 
used them handsomely. He got back on 
his feet through the bankruptcy laws. 

But what happens if you bankrupt 
the middle class of America? What hap-
pens if you bankrupt the government 
of the United States? 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:25 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00047 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K30NO7.093 H30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH9566 November 30, 2017 
This is irresponsible. This is not re-

sponsible governance that is taking 
place, to be advancing a plan that a re-
cent Secretary of the Treasury has 
called the worst tax plan ever ventured 
forth in the history of the United 
States of America. 

We asked the majority in the House 
and the Senate to pull the plug on this 
terrible assault on the middle class, 
pull the plug on the tax scam, and let’s 
go back to the hearing rooms and let’s 
have some real hearings, let’s have ex-
perts come in and let’s look at how to 
relieve the tax burden on hardworking 
middle class taxpayers, relieve the tax 
burden on families that have special 
needs children, relieve the tax burden 
on people struggling to go to college 
and graduate school. 

Why don’t we try to bolster and 
strengthen the charitable sector and 
colleges and universities and schools 
across the land instead of trying to un-
dermine them in order to occasion a 
dramatic shift of income in wealth up 
the ladder in the country? 

Let’s get back to work together, be-
cause if you are able to muscle this 
plan through the House and the Senate 
using every trick in the book except 
for negotiation and compromise and 
cooperation, it will be a disaster for 
the American people. 

It will come back not only to haunt 
the political careers of people who as-
sented to it and participated in it, but 
it will come back to haunt the entire 
country because the deficits and the 
debt will be out of control. We know 
that from every nonpartisan budget es-
timate and economist that has looked 
at it, every single one across the spec-
trum. Even the ones who are using the 
GOP’s preferred method of dynamic 
scoring are saying it is going to be hell 
in terms of deficits and in terms of the 
debt. 

So we are going to end up having to 
cut Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Se-
curity. That is what they are going to 
target next. 

Whatever happened to the budget 
hawks? Are they an extinct species 
now? They are certainly an endangered 
species. Or have they just become 
budget ostriches? 

b 1800 

They are hiding their heads in the 
sand while this highway robbery takes 
place in the Halls of Congress. Then 
they will come back next year, and 
they will say: Oh, look at these terrible 
deficits; we have got to cut Social Se-
curity; we have got to cut Medicare; we 
have got to cut Medicaid. 

Now, suddenly, we are reborn as 
budget hawks again. We are born-again 
budget hawks. We can expect that to 
happen. 

In the meantime, economic inequal-
ity in the country will continue to 
deepen and spread, and economic des-
peration will spread. We don’t need to 
do this, Mr. Speaker, we do not need to 
do this. We are at a time of record cor-
porate profits; record corporate pros-

perity. Wall Street has never been 
riding higher than it is now. 

Why do we need to cut corporate 
taxes from 35 to 20 percent? Why do we 
need to start exporting more jobs 
abroad by instituting this new 
territoriality principle for taxes? A 
very fancy name that they assigned to 
it, do you know what it means? It 
means that if a business person is 
going to set up a factory on Main 
Street America with 1,000 jobs, they 
are going to pay full taxes on their 
business; but if they set it up in Hong 
Kong, or Singapore, or Mexico, or Swit-
zerland, or the Cayman Islands, they 
are going to pay zero on it because it is 
not made in the United States. That is 
in this bill. 

Now, they say they are going to re-
capture some of the money if it gets 
really obscene, but why should we have 
that principle at all now? In fact, the 
law today is compromised enough. It 
says that if they relocate their busi-
nesses abroad, they don’t pay taxes 
until the profits are repatriated—until 
the profits come back. Now, all of it is 
on paper. The companies haven’t really 
moved anyplace. That is dubious 
enough as it is. 

They want to make the current sys-
tem worse. They want to say that if 
you set up your business abroad, if you 
ship it overseas, either really or on 
paper—like to the Cayman Islands, or 
something like that—you escape tax-
ation completely. Maybe we will be 
able to recapture a little bit of it later 
through some accounting tricks, but 
basically this is a massive invitation to 
corporate America to outsource jobs 
overseas—to ship our jobs overseas. 

Now, I know the President of the 
United States is not much of a policy 
wonk. I am not sure if they have ap-
prised him of this provision yet. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope someone who is 
in touch with the President of the 
United States gets in touch with him 
and tells him that his campaign prom-
ise to put America first—promise to 
put American jobs first—and the tax 
plan that he is about to append his 
name to, if this actually happens, will 
be responsible for outsourcing and 
offshoring millions of American jobs, 
and profits, and taxes. That is built 
into this legislation, with a lot of other 
nasty surprises that surface every sin-
gle day, as we try to figure out what is 
happening on this speeding train of the 
tax plan. 

This process has nothing to do with 
representative democracy; it has noth-
ing to do with integrity in the work of 
the people’s representatives. 

So, we ask our colleagues: Let’s take 
a breather. The American people don’t 
like what they see. They are rejecting 
it by more than 2 to 1 in all of the 
polls. 

I have spoken to my colleagues 
across the aisle, who are getting very 
nervous about their emails, and their 
letters, and their calls right now, just 
like they got very nervous about the 
ACA repeal—which seemed like a great 

idea, until they had a majority in Con-
gress—and then they realized that they 
were going to throw millions of people 
to the streets. 

Now it is a question of whether or 
not you want to outsource and offshore 
millions of jobs, whether you want to 
drive a $1.5 trillion or $2 trillion hole in 
the American deficit and in our econ-
omy, and whether you want to, basi-
cally, loot the middle class for the pur-
poses of a big payday on Wall Street, 
and among foreign investors from Hong 
Kong to Saudi Arabia? 

Well, that is the question. That is the 
choice that faces America this week, 
Mr. Speaker. That is what we are look-
ing at. And who are we as a people? 
And do we have some sense—some sem-
blance even—of community such that 
the GOP would want to try to get even 
10 votes or 15 votes from the Demo-
crats? No. All of the Democrats are op-
posing it. 

Fortunately, 13 Republicans have 
crossed the aisle to say that they can-
not stomach what they are seeing in 
this bill. We understand that there 
may be more coming this week, who 
are saying that they simply cannot tol-
erate what is taking place with this 
legislation. 

But, as always, Mr. Speaker, this is a 
democracy that we are aspiring to be, 
not a plutocracy, not a theocracy, not 
a family government, not a royal gov-
ernment, but a democracy, which 
means that we place all of our faith 
and hope in the people to speak up, to 
talk to their representatives, to get in 
touch with them, and to ask them to 
read the fine print, so that we are not 
voting for a tax scam, instead of a tax 
bill. 

All of the American people have a re-
sponsibility to get in touch with their 
legislators, Mr. Speaker, to ask: What 
is in the bill, and how is it going to af-
fect us and the more than 80 million 
middle class families, who are going to 
end up seeing a tax hike over the next 
decade? And how is it going to affect 
people who take the State and local 
tax deduction and people who use the 
medical expense deduction for their 
families? And how is it going to affect 
people who have graduated from col-
lege and now are struggling to buy a 
house, or to get an apartment, or to 
move out of their parents’ basement? 
And how is it going to affect them 
when the deduction for college student 
loan interest is abolished? 

We need to slow down. We need to ex-
amine the priorities and the values 
that are built into this bill and see 
whether they actually square with the 
values, the beliefs, the priorities of the 
American people, and the needs of the 
American people. 

We think this legislation is way off, 
Mr. Speaker. We ask the GOP majority 
to consider the unanimous opposition 
of the democratic block in Congress; 
we ask them to consider the public 
opinion polls, which show the Amer-
ican people rejecting the details of this 
bill by more than 2 to 1; and we ask 
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them to start over. Let’s do it the way 
Congress did it back in 1986, when Tip 
O’Neill and Ronald Reagan got to-
gether, and the Democrats and Repub-
licans talked about it, fought about it, 
and debated it. But they came up with 
a plan that, in the end, the vast major-
ity of Congress and the vast majority 
of the people could support. 

Let’s not walk the plank for the 1 
percent here. We know that there are 
some tiny interests in America that 
want to see this pass. Let’s not walk 
the plank in Congress for a bill that re-
flects the interests of only the tiniest 
group of people. Let’s do the job imag-
ined by that great Republican Presi-
dent, who served in this body, proudly, 
from Illinois, in the House of Rep-
resentatives: Abraham Lincoln, who 
spoke of ‘‘government of the people, by 
the people, for the people.’’ That is the 
part of that great triad that we will be 
betraying if we pass this bill, because 
it is not for the people, it is for the 1 
percent. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 245. An act to amend the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self Determination 
Act of 2005, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources; in addi-
tion, to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

S. 254. An act to amend the Native Amer-
ican Programs Act of 1974 to provide flexi-
bility and reauthorization to ensure the sur-
vival and continuing vitality of Native 
American languages; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

S. 343. An act to repeal certain obsolete 
laws relating to Indians; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

S. 669. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to assess sanitation and safety 
conditions at Bureau of Indian Affairs facili-
ties that were constructed to provide af-
fected Columbia River Treaty tribes access 
to traditional fishing grounds and expend 
funds on construction of facilities and struc-
tures to improve those conditions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

S. 772. An act to amend the PROTECT Act 
to make Indian tribes eligible for AMBER 
Alert grants; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

S. 825. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain property to the Southeast 
Alaska Regional Health Consortium located 
in Sitka, Alaska, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources; In ad-
dition, to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

S. 1285. An act to allow the Confederated 
Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw 
Indians, the Confederated Tribes of the 
Grand Ronde Community of Oregon, the Con-
federated Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon, 

the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs, 
the Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of In-
dians, the Klamath Tribes, and the Burns 
Paiute Tribes to lease or transfer certain 
funds; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2810. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 8 minutes p.m.), 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Friday, December 1, 2017, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3242. A letter from the Honors Attorney, 
Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Finan-
cial Protection, transmitting the Bureau’s 
final rules — Truth in Lending (Regulation 
Z) [Docket No.: CFPB-2017-0027] received No-
vember 22, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3243. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility (Ches-
ter County, PA, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2017-0002; Internal Agency Docket No.: 
FEMA-8497) received November 28, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

3244. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility (Car-
roll County, IA, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2017-0002; Internal Agency Docket No.: 
FEMA-8495] received November 28, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

3245. A letter from the Program Specialist, 
LRAD, Office of the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rules — Ap-
praisals for Higher-Priced Mortgage Loans 
Exemption Threshold [Docket No.: OCC-2017- 
0016] (RIN: 1557-AE25) received November 27, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

3246. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Division of Regulatory Services, 
Department of Education, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Heath Education 
Assistance Loan (HEAL) Program [Docket 
ID: ED-2017-OPE-0031] (RIN: 1840-AD21) re-
ceived November 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 

U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

3247. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting Transmittal No. 0S-17, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(b)(5)(A) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act, as amended; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

3248. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting Transmittal No. 17-58, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control 
Act, as amended; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

3249. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting notification 
that effective October 15, 2017, that Danger 
Pay was authorized for Drug Enforcement 
Agency employees at the following overseas 
locations: Guayaquil and Quito, Ecuador and 
Asuncion, Paraguay; and Danger Pay was au-
thorized for Federal Bureau of Investigation 
employees at the following overseas loca-
tions: N’djamena, Chad and Abuja, Nigeria, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 5928; Public Law 98-164, 
Sec. 131; and Public Law 101-246, Sec. 151, as 
amended; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

3250. A letter from the Federal Co-Chair, 
Appalachian Regional Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Inspector General 
Semiannual Report to Congress, for the pe-
riod April 1, 2017, through September 30, 2017, 
pursuant to Sec. 5 of the Inspector General 
Act of 1978, as amended; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3251. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s Agency Fi-
nancial Report of Fiscal Year 2017, pursuant 
to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, 
Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by Public Law 107- 
289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

3252. A letter from the Director, White 
House Liaison, Office of Career, Technical, 
and Adult Education, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting a notification of an ac-
tion on nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3253. A letter from the Executive Analyst 
(Political), Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a notification 
of a nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); 
Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3254. A letter from the Chairman, Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Review Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s Fiscal 
Year 2017 Performance and Accountability 
Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Pub-
lic Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by 
Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3255. A letter from the Acting Commis-
sioner, Social Security Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s Inspector 
General’s semiannual report for April 1, 2017, 
through September 30, 2017, pursuant to Sec. 
5(b) of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3256. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, Office of the Administrator, U.S. 
Small Business Administration, transmit-
ting a notification of a discontinuation of 
service in acting role, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:25 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00049 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K30NO7.096 H30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH9568 November 30, 2017 
3257. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-

ital Officer, Office of the Administrator, U.S. 
Small Business Administration, transmit-
ting a notification of a nomination, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); 
(112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3258. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
Provisions; Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Northeast Groundfish Fish-
ery; Fishing Year 2017; Recreational Manage-
ment Measures [Docket No.: 161220999-7682-02] 
(RIN: 0648-BG52) received November 29, 2017, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

3259. A letter from the Acting Deputy As-
sistant Administrator for Regulatory Pro-
grams, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, transmitting the Ad-
ministration’s final rule — Magnuson-Ste-
vens Act Provisions; Fisheries Off West 
Coast States; Pacific Coast Groundfish Fish-
ery; 2017-2018 Biennial Specifications and 
Management Measures; Amendment 27 
[Docket No.: 160808696-7010-02] (RIN: 0648- 
BG17) received November 29, 2017, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

3260. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the 2016 annual report to Congress de-
scribing the activities and operations of the 
Public Integrity Section, within the Depart-
ment’s Criminal Division, and the report on 
the nationwide federal law enforcement ef-
fort against public corruption, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 529(a); Public Law 95-521, Sec.603(a); 
(92 Stat. 187); to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

3261. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tion Policy and Management, Office of the 
Secretary (00REG), Department of Veterans 
Affairs, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim final rule — VA Vocational Rehabili-
tation and Employment Nomenclature 
Change for Position Title — Revision (RIN: 
2900-AQ11) received November 28, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 477. A bill to amend the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 to exempt 
from registration brokers performing serv-
ices in connection with the transfer of own-
ership of smaller privately held companies 
(Rept. 115–341). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 3971. A bill to amend the 
Truth in Lending Act and the Real Estate 
Settlement Procedures Act of 1974 to modify 
the requirements for community financial 
institutions with respect to certain rules re-
lating to mortgage loans, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 115–432). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 

titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. PEARCE: 
H.R. 4488. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to provide conditional 
protected status for certain individuals who 
came to the United States as children, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for 
himself and Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 4489. A bill to provide for the preser-
vation of America’s outdoor heritage and en-
hance recreation opportunities on Federal 
land, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition 
to the Committees on Science, Space, and 
Technology, the Judiciary, Agriculture, and 
Transportation and Infrastructure, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
POCAN, Mr. TONKO, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. WALZ, Mr. PANETTA, 
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. POLIS, 
Ms. LEE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. EVANS, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Ms. HANABUSA): 

H.R. 4490. A bill to establish an integrated 
national approach to respond to ongoing and 
expected effects of extreme weather and cli-
mate change by protecting, managing, and 
conserving the fish, wildlife, and plants of 
the United States, and to maximize Govern-
ment efficiency and reduce costs, in coopera-
tion with State, local, and Tribal Govern-
ments and other entities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina (for 
himself, Mrs. DAVIS of California, and 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 4491. A bill to reauthorize title VI of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. MAST (for himself, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
GIBBS, and Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali-
fornia): 

H.R. 4492. A bill to reauthorize and amend 
the Water Infrastructure Finance and Inno-
vation Act of 2014; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MARINO (for himself and Mr. 
BARLETTA): 

H.R. 4493. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to require the impaneling of a 
new jury if a jury fails to recommend by 
unanimous vote a sentence for conviction of 
a crime punishable by death; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DESANTIS (for himself, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. BRAT, 
Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 
GABBARD, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. MESSER, Mr. MOULTON, 
Mr. COOPER, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. BACON, 
Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. FRANCIS ROONEY of 
Florida, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
PALMER, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Louisiana, Mr. O’HALLERAN, 
Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. BANKS 
of Indiana, Mr. YOHO, Mr. PITTENGER, 
Mr. POLIS, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. ROKITA, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, 

Mr. JONES, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PEARCE, 
Ms. PINGREE, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. 
MARINO, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. LANCE, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, 
Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. BLUM, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. WALKER, Mr. BUCK, 
and Mr. GALLAGHER): 

H.R. 4494. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 to prohibit 
the use of public funds to pay awards and 
settlements in connection with claims under 
such Act which arise from sexual harass-
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration. 

By Mr. BUCK (for himself, Mr. JODY B. 
HICE of Georgia, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. 
TAYLOR, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Louisiana, Mr. BRAT, Mr. MEADOWS, 
and Mr. FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 4495. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to deny as a trade or busi-
ness expense deduction amounts paid or in-
curred in connection with the settlement of 
a sexual harassment or sexual assault claim; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona (for him-
self, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, and Ms. MCSALLY): 

H.R. 4496. A bill to amend the Clean Air 
Act with respect to nonattainment plan pro-
visions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida (for herself 
and Mr. BACON): 

H.R. 4497. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 to prohibit 
the use of public funds to pay settlements 
and awards for workplace harassment and 
discrimination claims under the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 which arise 
from acts committed personally by Members 
of Congress, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. CRIST (for himself and Mr. 
BILIRAKIS): 

H.R. 4498. A bill to prohibit military assist-
ance to countries that engage in arms trans-
fers and activities with respect to Iran, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 
H.R. 4499. A bill to amend the Dodd-Frank 

Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act to set the rate of pay for employees 
of the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion in accordance with the General Sched-
ule; to the Committee on Financial Services, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA (for himself, Mr. 
POCAN, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut): 

H.R. 4500. A bill to restore protections for 
Social Security, Railroad retirement, and 
Black Lung benefits from administrative off-
set; to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
in addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and 
Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire): 

H.R. 4501. A bill to increase funding for the 
State response to the opioid misuse crisis 
and to provide funding for research on addic-
tion and pain related to the substance mis-
use crisis; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MCCAUL (for himself, Mr. 
SIRES, and Mr. YOHO): 
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H.R. 4502. A bill to establish a review of 

United States multilateral aid; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MESSER: 
H.R. 4503. A bill to amend the Congres-

sional Accountability Act of 1995 to prohibit 
the imposition of nondisclosure agreements 
as a condition of the payment of an award or 
settlement in connection with a violation of 
such Act, to require Members of Congress to 
reimburse the Treasury for amounts paid as 
awards and settlements under such Act in 
cases of sexual harassment and sexual as-
sault, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and Ways and Means, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 
H.R. 4504. A bill to amend the Ethics in 

Government Act of 1978, the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the Lobbying Dis-
closure Act of 1995, the Legislative Reorga-
nization Act of 1946, the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2009, the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 
the Foreign Agents 16 Registration Act of 
1938, the Financial Stability Act of 2010, and 
the Federal Funding Accountability and 
Transparency Act of 2006 to improve access 
to information in the legislative and execu-
tive branches of the Government, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Rules, House Ad-
ministration, the Judiciary, Ethics, Ways 
and Means, and Financial Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. TAKANO (for himself, Mr. 
BEYER, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Il-
linois, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
ESPAILLAT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KHANNA, 
Ms. LEE, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. POCAN, Mr. POLIS, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
TONKO, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. 
MAXINE WATERS of California, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
NORCROSS, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and 
Ms. ADAMS): 

H.R. 4505. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to establish a min-
imum salary threshold for bona fide execu-
tive, administrative, and professional em-
ployees exempt from Federal overtime com-
pensation requirements, and automatically 
update such threshold every 3 years; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. TORRES (for herself, Mr. 
COLE, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. O’HALLERAN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
and Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 4506. A bill to provide incentives to 
encourage tribal job creation and economic 
activity, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition 
to the Committees on Foreign Affairs, and 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. WITTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. MASSIE, 
Mr. PEARCE, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. 
ROUZER, and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona): 

H.R. 4507. A bill to require assurances that 
certain family planning service projects and 
programs will provide pamphlets containing 
the contact information of adoption centers; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 
H. Res. 636. A resolution relating to the ex-

ercise of the authority of the ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on the Judici-
ary; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. LAMBORN (for himself, Mr. 
KING of Iowa, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. WEBER 
of Texas, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. COLE, Mr. BABIN, Mr. BOST, 
Mr. ROKITA, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. ADER-
HOLT, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. THOMAS J. 
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. NEWHOUSE, 
Mr. STEWART, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. BANKS 
of Indiana, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BARR, Mr. HUIZENGA, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
LAHOOD, Mr. FLORES, Mr. GRAVES of 
Louisiana, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. ALLEN, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
ESTES of Kansas, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Geor-
gia, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. YOHO, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. HARPER, Mr. WALKER, and 
Mrs. HARTZLER): 

H. Res. 637. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the symbols and traditions of Christmas 
should be protected for use by those who cel-
ebrate Christmas; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. WOMACK (for himself, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. WESTERMAN, and Mr. 
CRAWFORD): 

H. Res. 638. A resolution recognizing the 
Aviation Cadet Museum in Eureka Springs, 
Arkansas, as the national aviation cadet mu-
seum of the United States; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. PEARCE: 
H.R. 4488. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. THOMPSON of California: 

H.R. 4489. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 1 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 

H.R. 4490. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (To regulate 

commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes) 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H .R. 4491. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
As described in Article 1, Section 1, ‘‘all 

legislative powers herein granted shall be 

vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution provides Congress with the author-
ity to ‘‘provide for the common Defense and 
general Welfare’’ of Americans. 

In the Department of Education Organiza-
tion Act (P.L. 96–88), Congress declared that 
‘‘the establishment of a Department of Edu-
cation is in the public interest, will promote 
the general welfare of the United States, will 
help ensure that education issues receive 
proper treatment at the Federal level, and 
will enable the Federal Government to co-
ordinate its education activities more effec-
tively.’’ The Department of Education’s mis-
sion is to ’’promote student achievement and 
preparation for global competitiveness by 
fostering educational excellence and ensur-
ing equal access.’’ 

By Mr. MAST: 
H.R. 4492. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Necessary and Proper Clause in Arti-

cle I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. MARINO: 
H.R. 4493. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution in that the legislation exercises 
legislative powers granted to Congress by 
that clause ‘‘to make all Laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Office thereof.’’ 

By Mr. DESANTIS: 
H.R. 4494. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 5, Clause 2 (‘‘Each House 

may determine the Rules of its Proceedings, 
punish its Members for disorderly Behaviour, 
and, with the Concurrence of two thirds, 
expel a Member.’’). 

By Mr. BUCK: 
H.R. 4495. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8: The Congress shall 

have Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, 
Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and 
provide for the common Defence and general 
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, 
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona: 
H.R. 4496. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 
H.R. 4497. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. CRIST: 
H.R. 4498. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, Section8 of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 
H.R. 4499. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, clause 1 (relating to 

the general welfare of the United States); 
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and Article I, section 8, clause 3 (relating to 
the power to regulate interstate commerce). 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 
H.R. 4500. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following : 
U.S. Const. Art. I, §§ 1 and 8. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK: 
H.R. 4501. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. MCCAUL: 
H.R. 4502. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Sec. 8 

By Mr. MESSER: 
H.R. 4503. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. QUIGLEY: 

H.R. 4504. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
By Mr. TAKANO: 

H.R. 4505. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 4506. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1: Section 8: Clause 18: To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. WITTMAN: 
H.R. 4507. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-

stitution of the United States grants Con-
gress the authority to enact this bill. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 35: Mr. ABRAHAM. 
H.R. 140: Mr. GROTHMAN and Mr. 

ARRINGTON. 
H.R. 173: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 176: Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 233: Mr. CARBAJAL. 
H.R. 303: Mr. LYNCH and Mr. RUPPERS-

BERGER. 
H.R. 368: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 394: Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 
H.R. 502: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 535: Mr. ESPAILLAT. 
H.R. 564: Mr. DUFFY. 
H.R. 611: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 632: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 754: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 807: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 881: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 912: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. SE-

WELL of Alabama, and Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 913: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 930: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. KIHUEN, and Mr. 

MACARTHUR. 
H.R. 936: Mr. DONOVAN. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. PANETTA and Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1114: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1164: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 1167: Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1205: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 1247: Mr. DELANEY. 
H.R. 1291: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1299: Ms. BARRAGÁN. 
H.R. 1322: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 1374: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1457: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 1486: Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 1569: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1639: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 1734: Mr. KIHUEN. 
H.R. 1739: Ms. MENG. 
H.R. 1847: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 1953: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 1987: Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. 

SHEA-PORTER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. 
DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 1989: Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 2035: Mr. ISSA. 
H.R. 2077: Mr. CULBERSON and Mrs. NAPOLI-

TANO. 
H.R. 2219: Mr. DELANEY. 
H.R. 2234: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2340: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. COSTELLO of 

Pennsylvania, and Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 2404: Ms. HANABUSA and Mr. COURT-

NEY. 
H.R. 2472: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. SCHNEIDER, 

and Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 2491: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 2514: Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 

JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. CAPU-
ANO, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY 
of New York, and Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 

H.R. 2591: Mr. CRAWFORD. 
H.R. 2598: Mrs. TORRES, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. 

BARRAGÁN, Mr. COSTA, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. 
AGUILAR, Mr. GARAMENDI, and Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California. 

H.R. 2616: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 2646: Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 2670: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 2687: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 

KHANNA, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 2740: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 

and Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 2747: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 2862: Mr. PALAZZO. 
H.R. 2899: Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 2906: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2926: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 3030: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 

and Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 3127: Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 3255: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 3350: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 3397: Mr. TED LIEU of California and 

Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 3495: Ms. NORTON, Mr. WELCH, Ms. 

CLARK of Massachusetts, and Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington. 

H.R. 3530: Mr. RASKIN and Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3595: Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GROTHMAN, 
and Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3596: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. GIANFORTE, Mr. CRAWFORD, Ms. 
PLASKETT, and Mr. SCHRADER. 

H.R. 3602: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 3632: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3635: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 
H.R. 3637: Mr. CARBAJAL. 
H.R. 3671: Mr. ESPAILLAT. 
H.R. 3687: Ms. MENG and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 3730: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3734: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3746: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 3762: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 3787: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 3817: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 3845: Ms. MOORE and Ms. WILSON of 

Florida. 
H.R. 3861: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 3871: Ms. PINGREE and Mr. THOMPSON 

of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3919: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H.R. 3958: Ms. ROSEN. 
H.R. 3971: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 3994: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 4030: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 4044: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and 

Mr. KINZINGER. 
H.R. 4052: Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 4114: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 4149: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 4206: Mr. ROE of Tennessee and Mr. 

KUSTOFF of Tennessee. 
H.R. 4222: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 4234: Mr. GIBBS. 
H.R. 4240: Mrs. TORRES. 
H.R. 4253: Mr. PANETTA and Ms. CLARK of 

Massachusetts. 
H.R. 4254: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 4265: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 4300: Mr. KEATING, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. 

WITTMAN, Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, and Mr. 
COHEN. 

H.R. 4314: Ms. ROSEN. 
H.R. 4318: Mr. MEEHAN and Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 4333: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 4345: Mr. VALADAO. 
H.R. 4391: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 4396: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. CONNOLLY, 

Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mrs. 
LAWRENCE, Mr. WALZ, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms. 
TENNEY, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. HECK, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. BEYER, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, 
Mr. TED LIEU of California, Ms. ESTY of Con-
necticut, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
PANETTA, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. 
TITUS, Ms. LEE, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, 
Mr. PETERS, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. 
DELBENE, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. KIL-
MER, Mr. BERA, Mr. COOPER, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. KIND, Mr. VARGAS, 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
AGUILAR, Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 4398: Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 4413: Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 4426: Mr. KHANNA and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 4427: Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 4444: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. WALZ, Mr. 

O’HALLERAN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. NADLER, 
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. SOTO, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-
ida, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. TONKO, Ms. LOFGREN, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. HOYER, Ms. 
HANABUSA, and Mr. CÁRDENAS. 

H.R. 4446: Mr. SABLAN, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. LEE, 
and Ms. MENG. 

H.R. 4465: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 4474: Mrs. DEMINGS. 
H. Con. Res. 52: Ms. HANABUSA. 
H. Con. Res. 90: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mrs. 

COMSTOCK. 
H. Con. Res. 94: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H. Res. 15: Mr. NEAL, Mrs. DINGELL, and 

Mrs. HANDEL. 
H. Res. 466: Mr. ESPAILLAT and Ms. 

GRANGER. 
H. Res. 495: Miss RICE of New York, Mrs. 

HANDEL, and Mr. ALLEN. 
H. Res. 602: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. HECK, Mr. 

ESPAILLAT, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. 
PALMER, Mr. POLIS, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. KING 
of Iowa. 

H. Res. 625: Mr. EVANS. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Lord of life and glory, bend Your ears 

to hear our prayers. Lord, deep inside, 
we long to be a part of something big-
ger than ourselves. Give our lawmakers 
the wisdom to discover Your purposes 
and the courage to obey Your com-
mands. As they follow Your provi-
dential leading, may they discover also 
the reason You created them. As they 
strive to be instruments of Your glory, 
use them to do Your will on Earth, 
even as it is done in Heaven. Into each 
dark and trying hour, send the illu-
mination of Your mercy and grace. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
STRANGE). The majority leader is rec-
ognized. 

f 

TAX REFORM 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
from across my home State of Ken-
tucky, I have heard the calls for tax re-
form. For too long, hard-working men 
and women have been held back by an 
economy that has failed to live up to 
its potential. They are ready for us to 
get the economy going again. 

For example, the East Kentucky 
Power Cooperative, which serves more 
than half a million families and busi-
nesses in my State, recently wrote to 
my office in support of tax reform. The 
cooperative encouraged us ‘‘to put 
more disposal income into the hands of 
hard-working citizens and encourage 
investment and long-term economic 
growth.’’ 

In addition, the Kentucky Chamber 
of Commerce, which represents thou-
sands of businesses across the Com-
monwealth, recently wrote a letter en-
couraging us to consider relieving ‘‘the 
tax burden of small businesses by sim-
plifying the code and reducing costs.’’ 
It concluded the letter by asking the 
Senate to ‘‘support federal tax reform 
to achieve the economic growth that 
has been Kentucky’s potential for so 
long.’’ 

This morning, a group of small busi-
ness men and women from Kentucky 
joined Senators here on the Hill with 
Small Business Administrator Linda 
McMahon to discuss the urgent need 
for tax reform. I would like to thank 
Senator BLUNT for hosting this event 
to hear from these job creators and to 
reiterate that they are at the forefront 
of our tax reform efforts. 

The people of Kentucky have strug-
gled under our outdated and complex 
Federal Tax Code. It is time to over-
haul it and deliver real relief to mid-
dle-class families and small businesses. 

For a number of years, our friends 
across the aisle, including the ranking 
member of the Finance Committee and 
the Democratic leader, have vocally 
called for tax reform. They claimed 
they supported efforts to close loop-
holes and help American businesses be-
come more competitive here at home. 
They claimed they supported policies 
to help prevent more jobs from moving 
overseas. The good news is that is ex-
actly what our tax reform legislation 
does. So passing this bill to help keep 
jobs and investment in the United 
States would be something upon which 
we can all agree. 

A group of economists from around 
the country recently penned a letter 
expressing the need for tax reform. 
After examining the proposal put for-
ward, these economists agree that the 
House and Senate plans have the abil-
ity to grow the economy and increase 
the income of American families. In 
particular, they wrote that tax reform 
can reduce the incentives for compa-
nies to move investment overseas. 
That means the bill we are considering 
would discourage corporations from 
moving jobs and investments abroad. 
For working families who have endured 
a decade of lost jobs and opportunities, 
this is welcome relief indeed. 

So why would our Democratic friends 
support this idea in theory but then op-
pose legislation once they finally have 
the chance to put the plan into action? 
What changed? Not the ideas. Not the 
need for tax reform. The only change 
has been the person in the Oval Office. 

This is our once-in-a-generation op-
portunity to take more money out of 
Washington’s pocket and put more 
money into the pockets of hard-work-
ing families. We shouldn’t let partisan-
ship distract us from delivering real re-
lief to the middle class. Believe me, we 
will not. 

Under Chairman HATCH’s leadership, 
the Senate Finance Committee passed 
this legislation that is the product of 
years of hard work, dozens of hearings, 
and an open amendment process. I 
would like to once again thank Chair-
man HATCH for his efforts to get us to 
this pivotal point where we can con-
sider a proposal that could truly help 
our constituents. 

First and foremost, the tax reform 
proposal before us today is good for 
families. To a middle-class family of 
four in Kentucky who earns a median 
income, a nearly $2,200-a-year tax cut 
could make a real difference. 

Second, the plan is good for small 
businesses and job creators. It has 
earned the support of the NFIB—the 
National Federation of Independent 
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Business—because it will help small 
businesses grow, invest, and hire right 
here in the United States. As I said be-
fore, it will also make it easier for 
other businesses to bring jobs and in-
vestments home. 

Third, this legislation helps low- and 
middle-income families by repealing 
ObamaCare’s burdensome individual 
mandate tax. 

This is a good bill. By overhauling 
our Tax Code, we can provide much 
needed support to the men and women 
who sent us here. 

Yesterday, the Senate took a crucial 
step toward relief. Every Senator who 
voted to proceed to this important de-
bate has already begun to answer those 
calling out for tax reform. Now the 
Senate will work through an open 
amendment process here on the floor 
where Members from both parties will 
have the opportunity to offer their 
ideas. Tonight, I expect that Senators 
will have the opportunity to vote on 
many of these amendments. 

This is our chance to deliver relief to 
hard-working American families and to 
help the middle class get ahead. It is 
our opportunity to overhaul our com-
plex Tax Code and shift our economy 
into high gear. We can pass many of 
the ideas we have discussed and sup-
ported for years, and I urge all of my 
colleagues to work together to get this 
done. 

f 

NORTH KOREA 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, ear-

lier this week, North Korea tested 
what appears to be an intercontinental 
ballistic missile that exceeded the alti-
tude and time of flight of previous mis-
sile tests. Public reporting is that the 
missile achieved an altitude of 2,800 
miles and traversed a lofted trajectory, 
landing 620 miles from the launch site 
within North Korea. 

The test reminds us of the single-
minded determination of Kim Jong Un 
to develop a nuclear-armed ICBM that 
can successfully strike the United 
States. That leaves our Nation with 
limited options. The first is to con-
vince him that any use of a nuclear 
weapon will result in an overwhelming 
response, one that he will deem com-
pletely unacceptable. The second is to 
remove any missile that our intel-
ligence community assesses is armed 
and can strike the United States or our 
allies. These are grave considerations, 
but they are unavoidable. As Com-
mander in Chief, the President focuses 
on these matters on a daily basis. 

In facing these threats—whether 
through diplomatic negotiations, pre-
paring to deter or to defeat a launch, 
or a significant decision to protect the 
United States preemptively—the 
United States needs to unify and rally 
our allies in each of these courses of 
action. That in itself is a Herculean 
task. What makes it considerably more 
challenging is the uncertainty sur-
rounding our efforts to increase fund-
ing for our military right here at 
home. 

In April of this year, we as a body at-
tended a briefing on North Korea at the 
White House. The administration has 
been forthcoming on both the urgency 
of the threat and their determination 
to face it through a policy of maximum 
pressure and preparedness. 

We have only a few weeks ahead of us 
to provide the Department of Defense 
with the certainty that we are respond-
ing to its funding needs and providing 
the stability in programs and resources 
required to fulfill our strategy. Each of 
us talks about these goals. Each of us 
talks about what we owe the All-Vol-
unteer Force. How we work together in 
the coming days is the test of those 
statements. 

Certainly we can set aside partisan 
difference at a time when North Korea, 
Iran, Russia, and the Taliban are seek-
ing to bully our allies and questioning 
our will and our leadership. Now is the 
time to come back to the table, meet 
our responsibility by providing the De-
fense Department the resources and 
certainty it requires, and answer those 
questioning America’s resolve. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

TAX CUTS AND JOBS ACT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 1, which the 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1) to provide for reconciliation 
pursuant to titles II and V of the concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2018. 

Pending: 
McConnell (for Hatch/Murkowski) amend-

ment No. 1618, of a perfecting nature. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I would 
like to respond briefly to the majority 
leader, who touted what he claimed 
would be great benefits coming from 
the Republican tax reform bill. 

Colleagues—and I say to the public 
that is following this—this isn’t tax re-
form at all. What this is, is a grab bag 
full of special interest goodies for mul-
tinational corporations, powerful polit-
ical supporters, and lots of people who 
are in the position to have vast 
amounts of influence to sway the Tax 
Code their way. 

The fact is that the independent tax 
umpire, which is called the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation, has just told us 
that 37 million middle-class families 
are going to pay more in taxes in 2027. 
Those are the consequences of the Re-

publican bill that writes into black let-
ter law a double standard—permanent 
breaks for the multinational corpora-
tions and, of course, temporary breaks 
for the working class. 

I believe we will have more to say 
today on analyses that are being done 
by the Joint Committee on Taxation, 
but already we have seen a variety of 
reports indicating that this proposal is 
going to produce negligible growth and 
big deficits. That is why Republicans 
are talking about how they would like 
to have some kind of trigger to deal 
with this proposal. 

Well, what has been in the bill is the 
Republicans’ wildest dream, which says 
a lot about their priorities. If their 
wildest dreams about magical growth 
come true and this bill causes Federal 
revenue to skyrocket, multinational 
corporations would get yet another 
automatic tax cut. They already go 
from 35 to 20. 

By the way, when we had our bipar-
tisan bill, Senators Coats and Gregg 
didn’t insist on going to 20 or spending 
hundreds of billions of dollars more 
that could go to the middle class, be-
yond what the bipartisan bill called 
for. 

Then, on top of that, the trigger says 
that if the Republicans get their mag-
ical unicorn mathematics about 
growth—if the growth fairy arrives— 
multinational corporations will get yet 
another tax cut. 

I would like to respond briefly to 
what the Republican leader said, be-
cause this does not resemble the kind 
of tax reform Ronald Reagan and 
Democrats wanted. 

I will close just by way of saying that 
it did not have to be this way. Seven-
teen Democrats, led by Senators 
MANCHIN, KAINE, DONNELLY, HEITKAMP, 
MCCASKILL—a big group, with a tre-
mendous outpouring of good faith, said: 
We would like to have a bipartisan bill. 
They asked me to come because I have 
written a bipartisan bill. 

I want to show the contrast between 
what Ronald Reagan did in 1986 with 
Democrats and what has happened, un-
fortunately, here. In 1986, Bill Brad-
ley—someone I have talked about a bit 
on the floor, a Democrat who served on 
the Finance Committee, committed to 
good government, to growth and inno-
vation—flew all over the United States 
to work out with Republicans the var-
ious provisions of tax law that would 
make the bill bipartisan. So in 1986, 
Democrats flew around the country to 
meet with Republicans to get bipar-
tisan reform. 

This year, Republicans have not been 
willing to walk down the corridor to 
discuss specific provisions about how 
we can move forward on a bipartisan 
tax reform bill. That is why our mod-
erates are so concerned that we are 
missing a great opportunity. 

The multinationals are awash in 
cash. By the way, look at the first let-
ter from the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation. We could be looking at interest 
rates that will make it hard for people 
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to buy a house or buy a car because of 
what this bill produces. 

This bill is not tax reform. It is a 
grab bag of goodies for special inter-
ests. It embeds into the tax law a dou-
ble standard with breaks for the multi-
nationals and vanishing benefits for 
the middle class—and, most impor-
tantly, it didn’t have to be, and it still 
doesn’t have to be. There is another al-
ternative. That is what 17 moderate 
Democrats expressed, and I was proud 
to join them. 

We will have more debate on this 
over the course of the morning. But 
since the leader did talk about how 
this was sort of a textbook case of 
what tax reform ought to look like, I 
wanted to make sure that we started 
this morning by injecting a little bit of 
reality with respect to what is actually 
on offer. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader is recognized. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, later 

tonight or in the early hours of tomor-
row morning, we will vote on final pas-
sage of the Republican tax bill. I would 
like to make two main points about 
the Republican tax bill in my speech 
this morning, first on process and sec-
ond on substance. 

From the beginning, the Republican 
tax bill has made a mockery of the leg-
islative process. Republican leaders 
disappeared behind closed doors and ne-
gotiated a framework for a tax bill 
without a shred of Democratic input. 
Then Republican leaders wrote a bill, 
behind closed doors, without a shred of 
Democratic input. Republicans brought 
that bill through a markup in the Fi-
nance Committee, where it underwent 
the scrutiny of one—I repeat, one—ex-
pert witness. That is it. Finance Com-
mittee Democrats offered 60 amend-
ments to the bill, but Republicans re-
jected every single one. The Repub-
licans on the committee made it crys-
tal clear that they were not interested 
in bipartisanship. 

Now that bill is before us on the 
floor. Even further, significant changes 
will likely be made by the majority 
leader today. We will get huge changes 
in a bill today and try to vote on it to-
night. This is tax—one of the most 
complicated issues before us. These 
changes, and the way the majority 
leader is handling this, make it impos-
sible for any independent analyst to 
get a good look at the bill and how it 
would impact our country. 

From the one-sidedness with which it 
was drafted to the reckless haste with 

which it was considered, the Repub-
lican tax bill has failed to go through 
anything resembling the normal legis-
lative process. 

Before the night is out, I hope my 
Republican friends will ask themselves 
if this is the way they want history to 
remember how the first major tax bill 
was passed in over 30 years. I hope they 
will ask themselves if this process has 
lived up to the fine traditions of this 
body, as they were so eloquently de-
scribed by my friends, the Senators 
from Arizona, both senior and junior. 

The American people are clamoring 
for us to work together. They believe 
our politics is broken. They think our 
politics is starved of commonsense and 
compromise—and it is. The way this 
tax bill is being rammed through is ex-
actly why the American people believe 
our politics is so broken. 

Now let me address the substance of 
the bill. Without exaggeration, I be-
lieve that if this bill passes, it will be 
remembered as one of the worst pieces 
of public policy in decades. A vote for 
passage will be a vote my Republican 
friends will regret. 

At a time of immense inequality, the 
Republican tax bill makes life easier 
on the well-off and eventually makes 
life more difficult on working Ameri-
cans, exacerbating one of the most 
pressing problems we face as a nation— 
the yawning gap between the rich and 
everyone else. 

Corporations enjoying record profits 
get a massive permanent tax break 
while over 60 percent of the middle 
class will end up paying higher taxes 
because their benefits expire. 
Healthcare premiums will go up 10 per-
cent, and 13 million fewer Americans 
will end up having health insurance as 
a result of repealing the individual 
mandate. The CBO said yesterday that 
even if we pass the Murray-Alexander 
bill into law, it would have little or no 
impact on either of those two things. 

When it is all said and done, the tax 
bill would balloon the deficit by at 
least $1.5 trillion, adding to the debt 
burden borne by the next generation 
and diminishing our ability to support 
the military and invest in our schools, 
our roads, and in scientific research. 
Let me just repeat that. The increased 
deficits caused by this bill will can-
nibalize support from everything we 
know is essential to economic growth 
and a strong middle class, including 
support for our men and women in uni-
form. 

Ultimately, this deficit-busting tax 
cut will endanger Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid, as my friend, 
the Republican Senator from Florida, 
admitted yesterday when he said high-
er deficits will mean ‘‘instituting 
changes to Social Security and Medi-
care for the future.’’ 

So a win today for the GOP will be a 
very temporary one. It would be en-
joyed almost exclusively in the polit-
ical media that measures who is up 
today and down tomorrow but fails to 
grasp the bigger picture. 

It will not be a long-term win politi-
cally. Recent polling has shown this 
tax bill is less popular than previous 
tax hikes. Let me say that again. Re-
cent polling has shown that this tax 
bill is less popular than previous tax 
hikes, but, more importantly, it will 
not win out in the country. It will not 
be a win for 13 million middle-class 
families who pay higher taxes in 2019, 
or the 87 million middle-class families 
who pay higher taxes in 2027. It will not 
be a win for the single mom in the sub-
urbs who no longer is able to deduct 
State and local taxes and will find it 
that much harder to send her daughter 
to college. It will not be a win for the 
13 million Americans who go without 
health insurance and everyone else who 
will face 10 percent higher premiums 
next year. 

Those hard-working Americans have 
waited years for their Congress to pass 
legislation to make things just a bit 
easier on them. They have watched an 
economy that for decades rewarded 
hard work and fair play turn against 
them, producing more wealth for the 
already wealthy but less pay and less 
work for workers. 

For so many, this rigged economy 
that benefits too few and leaves too 
many behind is a source of frustration, 
anger, and despair. Donald Trump, in 
his campaign for the Presidency, spoke 
to that anger, and yet his tax bill—the 
Republican tax bill—is a betrayal of 
the working men and women who feel 
that anger and would make worse all of 
the problems that led to it in the first 
place. We can do a better job on tax re-
form, but only if we work together. 

The way this Congress has careened 
from partisan bill to partisan bill, with 
no attempt even made at bipartisan-
ship, has brought shame on this body 
and reinforced the skepticism that so 
many Americans have about our poli-
tics. 

Today my Republican friends have an 
opportunity to turn back from this 
partisan bill and this partisan process. 
If they do, I guarantee they will find a 
Democratic leader, a Democratic Sen-
ate caucus, and a Democratic Party 
that is eager to work with them on the 
kind of tax reform our country de-
serves. 

We will not sit in our corner and 
make unreasonable demands. As many 
of my colleagues know, there is a lot of 
sincere intent on this side of the aisle 
to do tax reform. I have worked with 
Senator HATCH, and I have worked with 
Senator PORTMAN. Many others of my 
caucus have worked with Republicans 
on tax reform ideas for years. We can 
certainly put together a bill acceptable 
to both parties that reduces burdens on 
the middle class, makes our economy 
more competitive, and creates jobs 
here at home, and do it in a deficit neu-
tral way. The bill doesn’t do those 
things, but we can write a bill that 
does—together. 

I say: Let’s give it a shot. If my Re-
publican friends close the door on their 
partisan tax bill tonight, they will find 
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an open door for bipartisan tax reform 
tomorrow. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-

LIVAN). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I have sat 
here and listened to Democrats, year 
after year, talk about how they are so 
much more committed to the middle 
class and to the poor, as they have 
driven us right into bankruptcy. 

Instead of trying to work on these 
matters so that we are not driven into 
bankruptcy, it is more and more spend-
ing, more and more Federal Govern-
ment, more and more regulations, and 
more and more controls, all of which 
tend to make us less and less efficient, 
less and less successful, less and less 
able to do the will of the people, less 
and less able to really do the things we 
have been sent here to do. 

Now we are having a lot of com-
plaining about what is going on right 
now, but, to make a long story short, 
the Democrats are pushing a financial 
system that was bound to take us right 
into bankruptcy. We might have had 2 
more years where payments could be 
made, but we have gone right straight 
to hell as far as being able to handle 
the matters that are so important to 
every one of us in this country. 

Now, I have to admit that our side 
has some flaws, too. Some of our people 
think that we should do a better job 
without any money, or that we should 
do a better job without any increase in 
taxes, or that we should do a better job 
without the Federal Government. Both 
sides have been in error. Both sides 
have been, from time to time, wrong. 

But I have to say, as a former Demo-
crat when I was coming up in Pitts-
burgh, PA, when I went to Brigham 
Young University, by the end of my 
time at Brigham Young University, I 
thought: My gosh, how could I have 
ever believed this stuff—which is more 
and more government, more and more 
spending, more and more bureaucracy, 
more and more controls over all of our 
lives, and less and less freedom. 

I can remember the days when we 
couldn’t get the other side to work as 
hard as we should on national security 
issues, which were critical. 

Both sides have room to grow. Both 
sides have room to improve. Each side 
could do a better job here, and I have 
lived for the day when we both could 
work together, arm in arm, for the bet-
terment of this country. But the bet-
terment of this country isn’t to go to 
socialized medicine, which is where the 
Democrats actually took us, until we 
finally pulled them back a little bit. 
Now, they had the help of some Repub-
licans to do that, but the fact of the 
matter is that they were moving us 

right to socialized medicine, which 
really has never worked anywhere. It is 
as though they prey on the poor as 
though they are the only ones who 
could help them, when in fact they are 
part of the reason we are poor. 

The government cannot do every-
thing. The government should not do 
everything. We, as a people, have to 
help ourselves and do a lot to help our 
country in the process. 

I get a little disgusted sometimes 
when I see the lack of communication 
between the two sides, the lack of 
working together. One side believes the 
Federal Government is the last answer 
to everything. My gosh, you have to be 
a real raving idiot to believe that. 
Well, maybe I shouldn’t have put it 
that way. The other side sometimes 
has trouble seeing how we should help 
the poor and help those who are less 
fortunate than we are. But we have a 
lot of people on the Republican side 
who have spent a lot of time trying to 
help the poor, trying to get this coun-
try going again, trying to get the econ-
omy on top, and trying to get it so that 
we really can help the poor and not 
just mouth off about it. 

I am very concerned because, if we 
don’t get together and start working 
together, it is going to get worse and 
worse and worse. But I think the croco-
dile tears on the other side, as we have 
watched them over the last year push-
ing us more and more toward socialized 
medicine—something that will not 
work, one-size-fits-all government pro-
grams, with no real restraint of growth 
or spending, just more and more buy-
ing of votes. I come away pretty dis-
consolate and concerned about the di-
rection in which we are going. 

Both sides have enduring pluses, and 
both sides are wrong in some ways. 
Sooner or later, we have to find some 
way of assisting the greatest country 
in the world—which has the greatest 
economic system in the world, which 
believes in the free market system— 
and to do so without total government 
control. 

My friends on the other side like that 
government control because it means 
more control by them. We dislike it be-
cause we think they shouldn’t have 
this kind of control. We know that is 
not good for the country. It is not good 
for the people. It is not good for our fu-
ture. It is not good for our economy, 
but that is where we are. I would like 
to see us someday just really start 
working in the best interest of the 
country and a little less in the best in-
terest of our respective parties. 

I am concerned about where we are 
going. I am concerned about how little 
effort is being put forth to try and 
bring us together. I am concerned 
about the itty-bitty, stupid, partisan 
infighting that goes on here con-
stantly. It is not all bad, but it is not 
all good either. I am very concerned 
about a lot of this driven by a media 
that is one-sided, that really doesn’t 
tell the truth, that really doesn’t help 
us in this country—everybody—to 

know what is wrong. I think the media 
has gotten better in recent years, but 
it has pretty well been one-sided. I 
don’t think anybody with brains would 
deny that. 

I am really concerned because I be-
lieve we have great people here. There 
are some wonderful people on the 
Democratic side. We know we have a 
lot of good people on the Republican 
side. We have to somehow find a way of 
bridging the gap and getting together 
and making this country solid, depend-
able, economically sound, and deserv-
ing of being called the greatest country 
in the world. I think we can do that, 
but we can’t do it if we don’t work to-
gether. We can’t do it if we can’t put 
aside Republican and Democratic itty- 
bitty problems and work together. We 
can’t do that if we don’t care. We can’t 
do it if we keep having the ridiculous, 
stupid politics that go on around here 
year after year. It is not all bad, but it 
is certainly not all good either. I hope 
that somehow the more reasonable peo-
ple on both sides will get together and 
start to work together. 

I remember when I became chairman 
of the Labor and Human Resources 
Committee in 1981 with the advent of 
Ronald Reagan. The Democrats had 
been in control for years, and they 
knew it. My gosh, when I got here, 
there were 60 Democrats in the Sen-
ate—62 Democrats, 38 Republicans. It 
was hard to get a point of view across; 
that is, the Republicans’ point of view. 
Then Ronald Reagan came along. I 
have to say, it brought an awareness to 
the public that something was wrong 
here, and he was able to bring us to-
gether. 

I saw some of the greatest Senators 
over the years on both sides work to-
gether. I saw Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
come here and work with people like 
me. Some mentioned Senator Kennedy 
and Senator HATCH. When I became 
chairman of the Labor and Human Re-
sources Committee, Kennedy had been 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
and came over to become my ranking 
member. I have to give him credit be-
cause he was willing to give and to 
work together. He always had to have 
his share of whatever it was, but he did 
move. He did come over. He was willing 
to. Some point to that particular 
Hatch-Kennedy period as a pretty good 
period at the time in the U.S. Senate. 
Certainly Ted Kennedy did. He was 
calling me from the Cape before he 
died, knowing I cared for him, knowing 
we were people who fought for very 
hard battles against each other, from 
time to time, but who really respected 
each other because we both believed in 
our respective sides, and we were will-
ing to stand up for our particular be-
liefs. I don’t see as much of that today 
as I did then. Maybe I am shortsighted. 
I don’t know, but I don’t think so. 

I am very concerned that we are not 
doing the job for the American people 
in our little bitty fights that we have 
around here that don’t amount to a hill 
of beans. I am somewhat depressed be-
cause of the way things are going right 
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now. I can’t say I am discouraged be-
cause I keep thinking we can come 
back, we can do better, we can witness 
things, and we can find ways of getting 
together. We can work together, but so 
far I haven’t seen that, not for a num-
ber of years. We can blame both parties 
for it, I am sure. One party believes the 
Federal Government is the almighty 
blessing to all of this, while the other 
believes, hey, we need not allow a cen-
tral government to control everything. 
It is good that we have two differences 
of opinion in these areas. I don’t think 
it hurts the country at all to have dif-
fering opinions, but it does hurt the 
country when one side thinks their 
opinion is the only opinion that should 
be given any credence or consideration. 
I have seen a lot of that around here. 
Both sides are at fault, by the way. I 
am very concerned about it. 

I look over at my colleague from Or-
egon. When he was chairman, I was his 
ranking member. When I am chairman, 
he is my ranking member. We have 
gotten along well. He is a proud liberal, 
and deservedly so, and I am a proud 
conservative. I think most people 
would say deservedly so. We are two 
people who can make this place sane 
and who have been working assidu-
ously together to try to help our coun-
try. 

I see these two-bit, partisan politics 
arising all the time around here, and I 
don’t think we benefit from it. In fact, 
I know we don’t benefit from it. I am 
not meaning to blame anybody, but I 
think we ought to all do some self- 
awareness studies and determine what 
role we have in the deterioration of 
what has always been great about the 
U.S. Senate. What role do we have? Are 
we living a plus role or are we living a 
minus role? It would be wonderful if we 
could all live plus roles. 

I like my Democratic colleagues, 
every one of them. There is not one of 
them I don’t care for. I am hoping we 
can start working together and open 
our eyes and our hearts and our minds 
to some of the points of view of the 
other side. It is hard to do sometimes 
because we have people around here 
who are so partisan that they think 
there is only one side. I can tell you, 
there are two sides. 

I remember the day when Repub-
licans wouldn’t vote for any social 
spending program, and I remember the 
day when Democrats thought every-
thing should be a social spending pro-
gram and didn’t care where the moneys 
were coming from or if they were there 
at all. I have seen both sides, both ex-
tremes, throughout my 41 years in the 
U.S. Senate. I have also seen times 
when leadership, true leadership, has 
brought us together, where consider-
ation was given to the Democratic side, 
consideration was given to the Repub-
lican side, and we worked out our dif-
ficulties. We worked together. We 
didn’t mouth off all the time against 
the other side. Naturally, I like those 
days better than what we have today. 

Mr. BROWN. Senator HATCH? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BROWN. Thank you, Senator 

HATCH. 
Mr. HATCH. I didn’t yield to you. I 

am saying I will yield for a question. 
Mr. BROWN. The question is this. I 

appreciated the exchange we had in the 
Finance Committee the other night—— 

Mr. HATCH. I felt bad about that. 
Mr. BROWN. I am fine. I just wanted 

to clarify something. When we had our 
little exchange a couple of Thursdays 
ago, I talked about the bill I thought 
was much more heavily weighted to-
ward the top 1 percent. I wanted to put 
another number out there and just ask 
you your opinion. 

The Center on Budget and Policy Pri-
orities yesterday said that in the Bush 
tax cuts, 27 percent of the tax cuts 
went to the top 1 percent. Their studies 
show that 62 percent of this tax cut 
goes to the 1 percent. I know in the 
Bush days people thought too much of 
it went to the top 1 percent. That was 
only one-quarter. This is almost two- 
thirds of that goes to the top 1 percent. 

I wonder, Senator HATCH, if you 
would explain that to us. 

Mr. HATCH. I would like to be able 
to look at that particular analysis. 
There are other analyses that indicate 
that, yes, we can do better in this bill 
but also would disagree with that one. 
I don’t happen to have my hands on 
those documents at this time. 

To make a long story short, we know 
you can come up with any outside lib-
eral faction and come up with criti-
cisms of anything around here, and we 
also know we can find some outside 
conservative factions that would cause 
most of us to cringe and wonder what 
in the world is going on. 

I can tell you this. I know what is 
going on; that is, we are spending our-
selves into bankruptcy, and we are not 
doing a good job here. We are not 
watching the moneys of the American 
people. In fact, one reason we can’t 
watch them very well is because they 
are all spent. We continuously have 
people come to the floor and act like 
they are better than others because 
they want to spend all our money to 
help the poor. I would love to help the 
poor. I grew up in a very poor family— 
poor in the sense of money, great in 
the sense of everything else. 

Let’s be honest about it. We are in 
trouble. This country is in deep debt. 
You don’t help the poor by not solving 
the problems of debt too. You don’t 
help the poor by continually pushing 
more and more liberal programs 
through that don’t do the job anyway. 
You don’t help the poor by continually 
pushing programs that really don’t 
work. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. HATCH. For a question. 
Mr. BROWN. Thank you. I accept 

that, but this bill was not spending 
money on the poor, except Senator LEE 
and Senator RUBIO wanted to do a child 
tax credit, and we have done the 
earned-income tax credit. You sup-
ported some of this—— 

Mr. HATCH. If you have a ques-
tion—— 

Mr. BROWN. But one of the things we 
could be doing instead of this bill is the 
CHIP program, which you proudly, 
with Senator Kennedy, offered 20 years 
ago. There are going to be letters that 
will go out to people in Virginia next 
and Ohio and other States—— 

Mr. HATCH. I got the point. 
Mr. BROWN. This is not a giveaway. 

This is something we have done 
bipartisanly. Is there something we can 
do to—— 

Mr. HATCH. Let me take the floor 
back. 

Nobody believes more in the CHIP 
program than I. I invented it. I was the 
one who wrote it. Kennedy came over 
and became the one who helped put it 
through. 

Mr. BROWN. We recognize that. 
Mr. HATCH. Of course I do. I don’t 

think I do everything on my own here. 
I have to have good Democratic friends 
to do it. I don’t think you do either. 
Let me tell you something. We are 
going to do CHIP. There is no question 
about it, in my mind. It has to be done 
the right way. The reason CHIP is hav-
ing trouble is because we don’t have 
any money anymore. We just add more 
and more spending and more and more 
spending, and you can look at the rest 
of the bill for the more and more 
spending. 

I happen to think that CHIP has done 
a terrific job for people who have really 
needed the help. I have taken the posi-
tion around here for my whole Senate 
service that I believe in helping those 
who cannot help themselves but would 
if they could. I have a rough time 
wanting to spend billions and billions 
and trillions of dollars to help people 
who will not help themselves—who will 
not lift a finger—and expect the Fed-
eral Government to do everything. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. HATCH. Unfortunately, the lib-

eral philosophy has created millions of 
people that way, who believe every-
thing that they are or ever hope to be 
depends upon the Federal Government 
rather than on the opportunities that 
this great country grants them. 

I have to say that I think it is pretty 
hard to argue against these comments 
because, if you look it over, for decades 
now, we have been spending more than 
we have, building more and more Fed-
eral programs, some of which are 
lousy, some of which are well-intended, 
and some of which are actually good, 
like the CHIP program. We are going to 
get CHIP through. There is no question 
about that. I am going to see that it 
gets through. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the chairman yield 
for a moment? 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield for a ques-
tion. 

Mr. BROWN. OK. My one comment 
about CHIP, if that is OK, is that there 
are letters that are going to go out. I 
so respect what you did with Senator 
Kennedy. I know that your work was 
exemplary on it, 20 years ago, to start 
the Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram. 
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Mr. HATCH. I was the one who pulled 

Kennedy into it. 
Mr. BROWN. I know. We all under-

stand that. 
Mr. HATCH. I wrote the doggone bill. 
Mr. BROWN. We so appreciate that, 

Mr. Chairman. 
My concern is that you know some of 

these families. When you write a bill 
like that, you meet a lot of these fami-
lies who benefit—209,000 in my State 
alone. Some of the parents of those 
kids, if we don’t move on CHIP in the 
next week or so, are going to get let-
ters in the mail that read, ‘‘Sorry, your 
child’s health insurance is going to ex-
pire,’’ while we are sitting here, 
dressed pretty well. I know you said 
that you grew up with the poor people, 
is how you said it the other night, but 
I worry about these families, and these 
are families with jobs. You know that 
about CHIP. These are families who 
make $8 and $10 and $12 an hour, who 
don’t have insurance, and they are 
going to get letters, reading: Your in-
surance is canceled. 

How can we let that happen, Mr. 
Chairman? 

Mr. HATCH. I don’t intend to let that 
happen. I think that we will get CHIP 
taken care of and, hopefully, a number 
of other things, too, but we are going 
to have to resolve some of these big 
problems around here, it seems to me, 
before we do get those problems solved. 

Mr. BROWN. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Mr. HATCH. But to prey upon the 
CHIP program as though it is the be-all 
and end-all of everything here in every 
aspect of this debate is not quite right 
either. 

All I can say is that I don’t know 
anyone here who is not going to sup-
port CHIP when we bring it up, and I 
am one who wants to make sure that 
we bring it up. I appreciate my friend’s 
feelings on this matter. 

Look, I like my friend from Ohio. He 
is sincere; he is dedicated; he is liberal 
and well-meaning, but I would like to 
see him be a little more concerned 
about everyone else. 

Let me just finish by saying that I 
am happy to be in this body. It is the 
greatest deliberative body in the world, 
but we are not living up to our poten-
tial, and we are not doing the job. We 
are getting into these little snits and 
fights around here that don’t amount 
to a hill of beans in the final analysis. 
I would like to see us all get together 
and start running this country in a 
good manner—living within our means 
and finding ways of increasing our 
economy so that we can take care of 
the poor better than we are right now 
and do the things that we all know we 
should be doing. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, just to 

respond briefly to the chairman, the 
chairman, I think, said about eight 
times that what really ought to be the 
focus here is working together. I so 
share that view. 

As we start voting today, I would 
just like for the public to understand 
that this side was never given the 
chance on this tax bill to work to-
gether—never once. The majority lead-
er announced, right at the outset, that 
the most partisan process would be 
used. It is called reconciliation. It 
means that it is our way or the high-
way, that we have the votes, and that 
is the end of it. 

I appreciate what the chairman has 
said about emphasizing our working to-
gether, but that was taken off the table 
by the majority leader when we start-
ed, when it was declared that we would 
use the reconciliation process. 

There are other areas that I will just 
touch on. 

The chairman made mention of the 
fact that everyone over here is for so-
cialized medicine. Right now, what we 
are trying to do is to ensure that we 
don’t have upheaval in the private in-
surance marketplace because of the 
majority’s effort to unravel the Afford-
able Care Act. The Affordable Care Act 
is not socialism. It focuses on private 
sector choices through the exchange. 
What the challenge is going to be is, if 
you further hammer this effort to in-
crease choices in the private sector 
marketplace, you are just going to 
cause more problems for our people and 
make it more difficult for us to hold 
down the costs of medicine. 

I will close this section of the discus-
sion simply by clarifying again this 
point about the middle class, because 
Senator BROWN was right with respect 
to the number of families who are 
going to get hammered under the Re-
publican bill, but when the Republicans 
said that is a partisan group, the fig-
ures Senator BROWN talked about are 
supported by nonpartisan organiza-
tions as well. 

The Joint Committee on Taxation, 
which is composed of the people who 
are our independent tax referees, has 
indicated that by 2027, more than 50 
percent of middle-class persons are 
going to see a tax hike. That is not a 
Democratic group; that is not a Repub-
lican group. That is an independent 
group. 

I think that this has been instructive 
this morning. I am one who has dedi-
cated my time in public service to try-
ing to find common ground. I see Sen-
ator CORNYN and Senator TOOMEY, both 
of whom I have talked with about bi-
partisan tax reform—and, again, the 
chairman, whom I very much enjoy 
working with. Yet this tax bill has 
really been an anomaly; it has been so 
different from everything else. It is im-
portant that the public knows that 
when there was discussion about work-
ing together, the majority leader took 
that prospect off the table. It was ruled 
out—not going to happen. This was 
going to be a partisan bill. This would 
be just the opposite of what Democrats 
and Ronald Reagan would have wanted. 

That is why 17 moderate Democrats, 
earlier this week, made one more plea, 
as we will continue through the day to 

talk about, that if you want to do tax 
reform right, it has to be bipartisan in 
order to bring certainty and predict-
ability to the private sector. It is not 
about socialism. It is about certainty 
and predictability for private sector 
growth. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I just 

want to respond to my friend from Or-
egon. 

I have enjoyed the many, many con-
versations that he and I have had on 
tax reform and other policies, but I 
want to strongly disagree with his 
characterization of this process. 

What our friends on the other side of 
the aisle want to do is to be able to kill 
tax reform by filibuster. That is their 
goal here. That is what they want to 
do. In fact, they were kind enough to 
be explicit about it in a letter that 
they made public, in which 45 of the 48 
Democratic Senators stipulated the 
terms under which they would be will-
ing to work with us on tax reform. One 
of them—one of those terms—included 
that we had to use a process that would 
allow them to kill it by filibuster. 
They put that in writing. There were 45 
of the 48 who signed the letter. 

Now, how could we proceed and de-
liver the tax relief and the tax reform 
that we want to provide for the Amer-
ican people and our economy with the 
Democrats holding the threat over our 
heads that they would be able to kill it 
by filibuster? 

Mr. BROWN. Will Senator TOOMEY 
yield? 

Mr. TOOMEY. Let me finish my 
point. Then I will be happy to yield. 

Mr. President, obviously, it would be 
malpractice for us to allow them to 
kill this that way. So we have taken an 
approach that fully allows unlimited 
Democratic participation, but at the 
end of the process, it is a simple major-
ity vote, and a minority will not be 
able to kill this bill by filibuster. 

In every step along the way, our 
Democratic colleagues have had every 
opportunity to weigh in, to engage. We 
had I don’t know how many hearings 
on this. We had a full markup in the 
committee. Unlimited amendments 
were offered, debated, voted on. Here, 
over the next—I don’t know—day or 
two, I expect that we will have many 
more amendments. There is no limit to 
the amendments that our Democratic 
colleagues can offer. It is not true to 
say that the reconciliation process pre-
cludes bipartisan participation. I hope 
that it doesn’t. 

This bill cuts taxes for middle-in-
come families. That is a fact. It is not 
a convenient fact for some of my 
friends on the other side of the aisle, 
but it lowers taxes for working-class 
families and for middle-income fami-
lies. That is a fact. It is going to help 
encourage tremendous economic 
growth by allowing our businesses to 
be competitive. That is a fact, and we 
will get into why, and we will get into 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 23:45 Nov 30, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G30NO6.007 S30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7513 November 30, 2017 
the details. The fact is that this is ex-
actly what our economy needs right 
now. More importantly, it is exactly 
what our constituents need right now. 

There is nothing about this process 
that precludes my Democratic col-
leagues from offering their amend-
ments, engaging in a debate, and sup-
porting the product in the end. By the 
way, I am still hopeful that there will 
be some support in the end because I 
think that it is going to be pretty hard 
to explain opposition to working-class 
and middle-class tax cuts and cor-
porate tax reform that is going to gen-
erate strong economic growth. 

I am happy to yield to the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, has the 
Republicans’ time expired? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority’s time has expired. 

The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I am so 

amused at how any of my Republican 
colleagues can talk about this being a 
legitimate process and that they want 
Democratic support. I sat at the White 
House with Senator WYDEN, with Sen-
ator CORNYN, with Senator TOOMEY, 
with a number of—probably 11 or 12— 
Republican Senators on the Finance 
Committee, and with 6 on the Demo-
cratic side of the Finance Committee. 

I went up to the President and had a 
copy of two bills in my hand. I brought 
it up to the whole group—the Patriot 
Corporation Act, on which I will speak 
in a moment. It does exactly what 
President Trump wants to do. It re-
wards corporations that pay good 
wages, that pay decent benefits, and 
that keep their production in this 
country. The President said that he 
liked it. He had had an interview with 
either Forbes or Fortune Magazine not 
too much earlier, and he had talked 
about it. Then I brought up to the 
President the Working Families Tax 
Relief Act, which puts money directly 
in the pockets of people who are mak-
ing $25,000 and $50,000 and $75,000 a 
year. The President said that he liked 
that. 

But do you know what happened? He 
said it then, and he said it in a phone 
call that a group of us were on a little 
bit later. Do you know what happened? 
We know exactly what happened. They 
all went down the hall here to the ma-
jority leader’s office. All of my Repub-
lican friends walked into that office, 
and they had their Wall Street lobby-
ists with them; they had their drug 
company lobbyists; and they had their 
tobacco company lobbyists. That is 
where they wrote the bill. There was 
no light of day on this. 

Then my colleagues on this com-
mittee told us that it was a legitimate 
process on the night that we had the 
markup in the Finance Committee. 
They call it legitimate, but they give 
us a bill with almost no warning. They 
try to jam it through. They change it 
in the middle of the night. Then we 
talk about it the next day. Then they 
change it in the middle of the night 

again. They add a healthcare provision 
about which the Congressional Budget 
Office said 13 million people will lose 
their insurance; rates will go up; pre-
miums will go up 10 percent a year. If 
you are paying $500 a month today, you 
will pay $550 next year, and you will 
pay $605 the following year, and you 
will pay $660-something a month the 
following year. 

I mean, don’t even insult us by say-
ing that this is a legitimate process. I 
don’t even want to talk about the proc-
ess, because that really doesn’t mean 
much to people. 

In this letter that my friend men-
tioned, the first line states: ‘‘We write 
to express our interest in working with 
you on bipartisan tax reform.’’ That is 
what Senator WYDEN said, if you would 
like to look at it. 

I want to talk about my amendment, 
which is exactly what Candidate 
Trump campaigned on, exactly what 
pretty much everybody on this side of 
the aisle stands for, but most impor-
tantly, it is exactly what the American 
people have asked for. 

It is simple. It is called the Patriot 
Corporation Act. If a company does the 
right thing, if a company pays good 
wages and provides decent healthcare 
and retirement benefits to its employ-
ees and does its production in the 
United States, it will get a significant 
tax break based on the number of em-
ployees it hires—a significant tax 
break. President Trump said he liked 
that. He told Forbes that he wanted a 
bill with economic development incen-
tives for companies. The President has 
said repeatedly that he wants legisla-
tion—a tax bill that supports compa-
nies that stay here and are patriotic, 
and he said that we should penalize 
companies that don’t do their produc-
tion in this country. 

This bill now—comments from my 
friend from Pennsylvania notwith-
standing—gives a massive, permanent 
tax cuts to large, multinational cor-
porations, and it gives them more in-
centives to move offshore. 

The Presiding Officer grew up in the 
Cleveland suburbs. A plant shuts down 
in Cleveland or Garfield Heights or 
Mansfield, where I grew up, it moves 
overseas, and it gets a tax break now. 
Don’t you think we should fix that? In-
stead, this bill greases the wheels to 
send more jobs overseas. Of all the 
things we should fix, that is it. That is 
what the President wants to do, and 
that is what Senate Democrats want to 
do. Instead, Senate Republicans— 
again, that deal was struck back there 
in Senator MCCONNELL’s office—Senate 
Republicans are writing a bill that 
gives huge tax cuts to the wealthiest 
people in this country. 

The Center for Budget Priorities just 
yesterday came out with this, done 
precisely according to the numbers. In 
2001 and 2003, 27 percent of the Bush tax 
cuts went to the top 1 percent. I 
thought that was too high at the time. 
This bill more than doubles that—61 
percent of the benefits. It is not going 

to the middle class, and they know 
that when they say it over and over. In 
addition, it kicks 13 million people off 
of their insurance. We know that. 

Under this bill, U.S. companies would 
pay a rate of 20 percent on profit 
earned in a manufacturing plant in 
Akron, OH. That same plant can shut 
down, lay off its workers, build a new 
factory in Asia, and get a tax deduc-
tion for the cost of moving. Do you 
know what they pay? They potentially 
likely pay a zero-percent tax rate. So 
what are they going to do? Even in the 
Senate Finance Committee, where peo-
ple are not as quick as one might think 
they are, 20 is a larger number than 
zero. Even we can figure that out. At 20 
percent, what that means is that there 
is an even greater tax incentive to go 
overseas. 

The Presiding Officer knows Cleve-
land well. He knows that my wife and 
I live in a neighborhood in Cleveland, 
OH. Our neighborhood ZIP Code is 
44105. There were more foreclosures in 
my neighborhood in the first half of 
2007 than any ZIP Code in the United 
States of America. Why? It wasn’t the 
Wall Street scam that caused so many 
foreclosures later; it was mostly be-
cause of the loss of manufacturing jobs. 
Do you know why that is? Partly be-
cause of trade agreements like NAFTA, 
other trade policies, PNTR with China, 
and all that. Much of it was about tax 
legislation giving incentives to move 
overseas. Why are we doing more of it? 
This bill rewards companies for sending 
jobs overseas. 

Our legislation, the Patriot Corpora-
tion Act, will work to keep jobs here. 
We know these corporate tax cuts are 
not going to end up in the pockets of 
ordinary working Americans. 

Senator HATCH and I had a very pub-
lic discussion in the Finance Com-
mittee a couple Thursdays ago when 
the bill was voted out. We talked about 
a number of things. One of the things 
we talked about was this promise, this 
assertion, this myth that if we give a 
company a big tax cut, then we know 
what they are going to do. They are 
going to hand it out to their employ-
ees. They are going to give a $4,000 or 
$5,000 or $6,000 or $7,000 a year raise. 
That doesn’t happen. That has never 
happened. When this body passed a tax 
holiday a decade-plus ago, the money 
that was brought back from overseas 
at a lower tax rate went to executive 
compensation, to stock buybacks, and 
to dividends—almost all of it. Workers 
didn’t get raises and they didn’t invest 
more in our economy. 

Companies are sitting on large 
stacks, huge caches of cash. Those 
companies can hire more people now. 
They can raise wages now. They are 
not doing any of that. 

What we ought to do, instead of shov-
eling more money to the top, to these 
large corporations that outsource jobs, 
we ought to cut out the middleman and 
put the money directly into the middle 
class. If my friends want to give a tax 
cut to the middle class, why don’t we 
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give a tax cut to the middle class? Why 
don’t we directly put the money there? 

I know the President said that he is 
a big loser on this bill personally, that 
it will cost him zillions of dollars— 
whatever he said. We know that is not 
even close to true. But if we really care 
about the middle class, I say to my col-
leagues, let’s give a tax break to the 
middle class. 

Think about it. They are not even 
hiding what they are doing. These cuts 
go to corporate stockholders. They 
don’t go to raise wages; they go to ex-
ecutive compensation. They don’t go to 
create jobs; they go to stock buybacks. 
They don’t go to middle-class Ohioans, 
Oregonians, Texans, Pennsylvanians, 
or Alaskans. We know what will hap-
pen. Do you know what will happen? As 
Senator RUBIO said, after we pass this 
bill and the President signs it into law, 
the budget deficit will explode again. 
Do you know what will happen? Sen-
ator WYDEN knows. This will come 
back, and you guys will say: You know, 
we have this budget deficit, and we are 
going to have to raise the Social Secu-
rity retirement age. Do you know what 
that means to a barber in Garfield 
Heights? Do you know what that 
means to a construction worker in 
Warren, OH? Do you know what that 
means to somebody who is working in 
manufacturing in Mansfield, OH? They 
can’t work until they are 70. We can all 
work until we are 70, if our constitu-
ents allow us, because we have these 
jobs. Well, a lot of our constituents 
can’t. And if that is the scenario—and 
it is almost inevitable—if we pass this 
bill, if we do this bill, if we pass this 
bill of big tax cuts for the wealthiest 
people in this country, we will drive a 
hole in the budget deficit, and then we 
will come back and make the middle 
class and working families pay to fill 
that hole. That is irresponsible. That is 
morally reprehensible. 

I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority whip. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senator 
BROWN be recognized to offer a motion 
to commit, which is at the desk, and 
that there be 30 minutes of debate on 
the motion; that following the use or 
yielding back of time, the Senate vote 
in relation to the motion with no inter-
vening action or debate. I further ask 
that following disposition of the mo-
tion, the majority leader be recognized. 
I ask unanimous consent that the 30 
minutes be equally divided in the usual 
form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Ohio. 

MOTION TO COMMIT 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I call up 

my motion that is at the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the motion. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BROWN] 

moves to commit the bill H.R. 1 to the Com-

mittee on Finance with instructions to re-
port the same back to the Senate in 3 days, 
not counting any day on which the Senate is 
not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; 

(2) create a tax credit of up to $1,500 per 
employee for employers that— 

(A) maintain headquarters in the United 
States if the company has ever been 
headquartered in United States; 

(B) maintain or increase the number of em-
ployees in the United States as compared to 
the number of employees overseas (including 
independent contractors); 

(C) have not inverted to avoid United 
States taxes; 

(D) pay not less than 90 percent of their 
employees in the United States an hourly 
wage that is not less than 218 percent of the 
Federal poverty line for an individual; 

(E) provide quality health insurance cov-
erage to employees in the United States; 

(F) provide not less than 90 percent of their 
employees in the United States who are not 
highly compensated with a defined benefit 
plan or a defined contribution plan and 
match employee contributions to such plan 
up to an amount that is not less than 5 per-
cent of the employee’s annual compensation; 

(G) pay to any employee who is a member 
of a reserve component (as defined in section 
101 of title 37, United States Code) who 
serves on active duty an amount equal to the 
amount, if any, by which the employee’s reg-
ular salary exceeds the employee’s military 
compensation; and 

(H) have a plan in place to recruit vet-
erans; and 

(3) fully offset the tax credit described in 
paragraph (2) by changing the corporate tax 
rate as necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 30 minutes of debate equally di-
vided on the motion. 

Who yields time? 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I yield 

to the Senator from Pennsylvania for 
such time as he may use of up to 15 
minutes. 

Mr. President, I take that back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority whip. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I know 

that our friends across the aisle have 
offered a motion to commit to send 
this back to the Senate Finance Com-
mittee, but, as the ranking member 
knows, as the Senator from Ohio 
knows, the Senate Finance Committee 
has delivered a bill that received a vote 
of the majority of that committee, who 
considered this tax bill on a bipartisan 
basis in the committee. So it strikes 
me as odd, if not just outright falla-
cious, to suggest that we are somehow 
keeping them out of a bipartisan proc-
ess. Just the opposite is true. They are 
taking themselves out of the process 
by obstructing, blocking, and doing ev-
erything they can to prevent us from 
actually delivering tax reform and tax 
cuts to the American people. That is 
what is happening here. 

Just as the ranking member of the 
Senate Finance Committee, the Sen-
ator from Oregon, offered a motion to 
commit last night, just as the Senator 
from Ohio is offering a motion to com-
mit here today, they are participating 
in the process while claiming to have 
no part of the process. The only prob-

lem is, they are not contributing any-
thing positive. All they are trying to 
do is to blow up the process. They must 
like the fact that we have the highest 
business tax rate in the world, which 
forces jobs and investments overseas 
rather than encourages that money to 
come back home. They must like the 
fact that wages in America are stag-
nant. They must like the fact that 
working American families have not 
seen a pay increase because of those 
stagnant wages. They must like the 
fact that there are many people who 
are looking for work who can’t find 
work, because they refuse to consider 
an alternative that might provide bet-
ter wages and more jobs to people look-
ing for work. They must think that 1.9 
percent economic growth is the best we 
can do. This is the new normal after 
the Obama years, since the great reces-
sion of 2008, but I will state that the 
economy has grown at 3.2 percent since 
World War II. This is not the new nor-
mal. 

We don’t have to accept this. We can 
do better, but we can’t do better when 
your head is in the sand and the only 
thing you want to do is to blow up our 
efforts to try to improve the quality of 
life, the standard of living, the take- 
home pay, and to reawaken the slum-
bering giant which is the American 
economy to restore this country to 
greatness and leadership in the world 
economically, militarily, and in every 
sort of way. 

Mr. President, I yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania such time as he re-
quires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOOMEY. I thank the Senator 
from Texas and the Presiding Officer. 

Let’s describe what is really going 
on. There are two big accomplishments 
with this legislation that I am really 
proud of, and they are the reason that 
this is going to succeed and that this is 
going to be a big success for the Amer-
ican people. 

The first thing we do is we absolutely 
directly lower the tax on lower income 
and middle-income Americans, hard- 
working families, and folks who live 
paycheck to paycheck. The fact is, vir-
tually all of them are going to get a 
significant tax cut. That is fact No. 1. 

The second fact is, we fundamentally 
restructure the way we tax business so 
that we can be competitive, so that our 
workers can compete and win against 
companies from anywhere in the world, 
so that we will have more jobs, more 
companies, and existing companies will 
expand. 

Those are the two things we are try-
ing to do. That is what is in this bill, 
and that is why this is a great deal for 
the people I represent. Let me go 
through these individually. 

The first is on the individual side of 
the Tax Code. I have said it before, and 
I will say it again. It doesn’t matter 
how many times my colleagues on the 
other side get this wrong, the fact is, 
we are lowering taxes for every single 
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income category—absolutely, no excep-
tions, every category, and they know 
it. They absolutely know it. We do this 
through a number of mechanisms. 

We double the standard deduction, so 
that on the first $24,000 that a couple 
earns, they pay no tax at all—none, 
zero, nothing—and then the income 
above that is taxed at very low rates, 
and there are other deductions that are 
available beyond that. The fact is, that 
is one of our tools. Another is that we 
lower the rates. The rates that are ap-
plied to income are lower under our bill 
than under current law. We increased 
the child tax credit dramatically. That 
is another huge source of savings for 
people who have children in our coun-
try. That is a fact. 

Let me start with this simple chart, 
which is a simple and compelling fact 
that is going to be hard for our col-
leagues on the other side to ignore. 

A family of four who earns a median 
income, which is $73,000 in America—a 
family of four: mom, dad, and two 
kids—is going to save $2,200 a year in a 
lower tax bill. Their taxes go down by 
$2,200 a year. How is that not a tax cut? 
How is that not good for that family? 
It is, and that is a fact. That is abso-
lutely typical. That is just one illustra-
tion. 

The second fact—and this chart is a 
little bit harder to read, but the folks 
on the Joint Committee on Taxation 
quantify whether people in different in-
come categories are going to pay more 
or less. It is broken down into narrow 
incremental changes in income, show-
ing people who earn less than $10,000; 
people who earn between $10,000 and 
$20,000; $20,000 to $30,000; all the way up. 
This column is titled ‘‘Change in Fed-
eral Taxes.’’ In every single category, 
the dollar amount goes down. It is neg-
ative because every category of Ameri-
cans is going to have a savings. We de-
signed it that way. By design, there is 
a tax savings for all working families, 
all categories of income, all middle-in-
come families. That is the reality. 
That is a fact that is illustrated here. 
And it is not my word; it is the Joint 
Tax Committee in their report of No-
vember 27. 

Finally, let’s take a look at the last 
chart. What this shows is who gets the 
biggest percentage of relief, because it 
is not uniform across all the different 
categories of income. What do we see? 
The biggest tax cuts tend to be for the 
folks who have more modest income. 
Again, this is not my data. This is from 
the Joint Committee on Taxation, 
completely independent of us. The 
higher income folks get some tax re-
lief, but it is not as much, relative to 
the percentage increase of savings for 
lower income and middle-income peo-
ple. So those are the facts. 

We can have lots of discussions about 
things on which we disagree, and we 
disagree on a lot of things. These guys 
want higher taxes. We like lower taxes. 
These guys like to redistribute wealth. 
We like people to be free to earn more 
and keep more of what they earn. 

There are lots of differences, but let’s 
at least stick to the facts. These are 
the facts. 

Now, let me move on to a discussion 
about the other big part of it. I said 
that there are two big accomplish-
ments in this bill. One is direct tax re-
lief for the people we represent. That is 
a fact. The second is making the 
changes to our business Tax Code so 
that we can actually have the eco-
nomic growth we have been waiting for 
and have the prosperity we have been 
waiting for. 

The fact is that we have lived 
through the weakest economic recov-
ery in American history. In every past 
severe recession—even ordinary reces-
sions—the economy has always come 
roaring back, and we have achieved 
economic growth that puts us back on 
the path we were on before the reces-
sion. That is what is normal for Amer-
ica—strong economic growth. 

It didn’t happen this time. It didn’t 
happen after the great recession, and it 
is not just a coincidence. Now, as my 
colleague from Texas pointed out, 
there are some folks on the other side 
who think that America isn’t the coun-
try it was and just can’t really have 
strong economic growth anymore. That 
is absolutely nonsense. It is ridiculous. 
We are entirely capable of restoring 
the robust growth that allows our con-
stituents to have a better standard of 
living. There is nothing about America 
that has lost that ability to grow and 
prosper. That is ridiculous. 

What has happened over the last 8 
years is that we have had the wrong 
policies. President Obama and our 
Democratic colleagues got everything 
they wanted when they had complete 
control of the government: huge tax in-
creases, massive wasteful spending 
bills they called the stimulus, govern-
ment virtual takeover of healthcare, 
massive overregulation of the whole 
economy. Lo and behold, the result was 
exactly what we feared—really weak 
economic growth, actually unprece-
dented weak growth for an extended 
period of time. 

Well, one of the problems they in-
flicted on us was some really bad tax 
policy and multiple tax increases. 
While the rest of the world has been 
making their tax code on the business 
side more competitive and more ag-
gressive, we have actually gone back-
wards. We haven’t had a major reform 
since 1986, and the incremental changes 
have been counterproductive. So here 
is a big chance to make a huge im-
provement. 

One of the things I am most excited 
about with this is that I am completely 
convinced that the passage of our bill 
is going to address one of the most per-
sistent and really maddening chal-
lenges that we have, which is stagnant 
wages of working Americans. They 
have been stagnant for years. So you 
might ask: Why are they stagnant? 
Again, it is not a great mystery, and it 
is not an accident. Under the Obama 
administration era, we saw a collapse 

in the growth of invested capital. That 
means investment in the kind of equip-
ment that makes workers more produc-
tive. 

It is growing worker productivity 
that allows us to have higher wages. 
Think about it this way. You go to a 
construction site, and you have two 
guys digging holes. One guy is oper-
ating a backhoe, and one guy is swing-
ing a shovel. Which one is getting paid 
more? I guarantee you every time it is 
the guy operating the backhoe, and it 
is not because there is a minimum 
wage there that forces it. It is because 
the guy operating the backhoe is more 
productive. He has a set of skills, and 
he is using them on a big piece of ex-
pensive equipment. He is able to dig a 
lot more dirt in any unit of time than 
the guy swinging the shovel. When 
business is able to put capital to work, 
workers become more productive and 
they make more money. That is what 
is going to happen under our bill. 

One of the things we do, fundamen-
tally, about the business side of our 
Tax Code is that we lower the cost of 
investing in that new equipment—that 
new tractor, that new vehicle, that new 
machinery, filling that new plant with 
the ability to produce more goods and 
services. Our bill makes that more af-
fordable, and when you make that 
more affordable, guess what, businesses 
buy more tractors and factories and 
backhoes. When they buy those things, 
someone has to operate them. That 
means they are creating new jobs. 
Guess what. Someone else got to have 
a job in building it in the first place. I 
know that some of our colleagues don’t 
understand how that leads to growth. 
They don’t understand. So I am trying 
to explain this. If you have more in-
vested capital, you increase the pro-
ductive capacity of the economy, you 
produce more goods and services, you 
have more workers needed to do that 
and more wages. 

Guess what. Businesses don’t go out 
and raise wages because they wake up 
one day and decide: Oh, I think I will 
be generous today. That is not what 
happens. What happens is they have to 
compete for workers. They need more 
employees. There is a limited number, 
and so they start bidding up wages. 
That is what I want to see, and we are 
going to see that. We are going to see 
so much demand for workers that com-
panies have no choice but to offer more 
compensation, better terms. That is 
how people have a higher standard of 
living. That is how they get the pay 
raise they ought to have. 

Let me mention another provision in 
our bill that is extremely constructive. 
We are fixing a badly flawed inter-
national treatment for our multi-
national companies. I think our Sen-
ator from Oregon, our Democratic col-
league, has acknowledged real prob-
lems in the way our system works. The 
short version is that we have a system 
that encourages companies to move 
overseas. Has anybody heard of inver-
sions? I think we all have. 
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Why do companies invert? It is be-

cause there is a tax code that drives it. 
It is now very hard to explain and jus-
tify why you would headquarter a mul-
tinational company in the United 
States when we see uniquely put multi-
national companies at a competitive 
disadvantage because of our tax sys-
tem. So we are changing that so that 
we can compete. 

It is very good to have multi-
nationals headquartered in America. I 
have a number of them in Pennsyl-
vania. There are great jobs in Pennsyl-
vania supporting all of their business 
domestically and supporting a lot of 
their business internationally. 

Now, in order to cover the cost of 
what we are doing—the tax reductions, 
the rates reductions, allowing the 
lower cost for deploying capital—we 
have some offsets. We have ways that 
we are asking business to pay more 
taxes, in some respects, where it will 
not be harmful for economic growth. 
We limit the amount of interest that a 
business is going to be able to deduct 
going forward. We limit deductions 
that favor certain industries over oth-
ers. We limit deductions for certain 
fringe benefits, and we close a lot of 
loopholes. That helps us generate the 
revenue that allows us to have the con-
structive pro-growth features, like 
lower marginal rates and lowering the 
cost of putting capital to work. So that 
is what we are trying to do here. That 
is what we do in our legislation. 

The effect of this is very, very clear. 
A large number of economists have ac-
knowledged that it is going to mean 
more business investment, more new 
businesses being launched, businesses 
moving from overseas back to Amer-
ica, expansion of existing businesses. 
All of that activity requires more 
workers—all of it—to fill the addi-
tional jobs that are going to be cre-
ated. That means more jobs, but it also 
means upward pressure on wages if ev-
eryone has a job now because busi-
nesses are going to have to compete. 

To be continued. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

FISCHER). The Senator’s time has ex-
pired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I 
first want to respond to the Senator 
from Texas, and then I am going to 
pose a question to the Senator from 
Ohio. 

The Senator from Texas talked about 
how everybody on this side was ob-
structing bipartisan tax reform. I am a 
little puzzled by that, having written 
the only two bipartisan tax reform 
bills that have been before the Senate. 
Maybe the Senator from Texas will 
bring his bipartisan tax reform bills 
over and we could look at them at 
some point. 

One of the keys to that bipartisan 
proposal—and it relates to the point 
made by the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania—was our cosponsor, Senator 
Gregg. Our former colleague, who is 

very knowledgeable about economics, 
said that what he wanted to do was to 
make it more attractive to do business 
in the United States. The heart of that 
bipartisan bill was to make it more at-
tractive for small businesses and busi-
nesses of all sizes to create red, white, 
and blue jobs. 

This bill does just the opposite. It 
makes it more attractive to do busi-
ness overseas. It is not what the bipar-
tisan bill was all about. It is not what 
our former colleague, Senator Gregg, 
signed onto when he went onto our bi-
partisan bill. 

I think I would like now to pose a 
question to my colleague, a valuable 
member of the Finance Committee, 
about why the patriot corporation leg-
islation is so important. I think my 
colleague believes that it is so impor-
tant—as I did with Senator Gregg, the 
Republican from New Hampshire—that 
we ought to make it more attractive to 
have red, white, and blue jobs. Is that 
really what my colleague is working on 
here? 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I 
thank the Senator from Oregon, and I 
appreciate the time in this as we wind 
down this debate. 

The answer is yes. We have a tax sys-
tem right now in place. I hear my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
disingenuously say: Well, as for the 
Democrats, because they don’t like our 
tax plan, that means they are for the 
tax system the way it is. Of course, we 
don’t like the tax system the way it is, 
and we particularly don’t like it in 
States like mine and, I would say, espe-
cially in places like Eastern Oregon, 
where companies shut down production 
in Lima, OH, or Springfield, OR, and 
move to Wuhan or Beijing and get a 
tax break for doing it. We want to close 
that loophole, but you know what, this 
bill explodes that loophole. It explodes 
it, because, as I said a few minutes ago, 
if a plant shuts down in Barberton or it 
shuts down in Xenia or it shuts down in 
Zanesville, the company, under this 
bill, would pay a rate of 20 percent on 
profits. If it shuts down and moves to 
Asia, it can build a new factory and get 
a tax deduction for the cost of moving, 
still, and pay a U.S. tax rate of zero. So 
why wouldn’t they move? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Will the Senator 
from Ohio yield for a question? 

Mr. BROWN. Briefly, very briefly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. As to the issue on 

economic growth, I have been coming 
down to the floor in my relatively 
short time here and talking about 
growth, growth, growth, growth. I have 
not in 3 years—3 years—heard my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
say that economic growth of 1.5 per-
cent for almost 10 years is good for the 
country, good for workers in Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN addressed the Chair. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Here is my question. 
Mr. BROWN. I take back my time. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Here is my question. 

Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BROWN. Sure. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio has the floor. 
Mr. BROWN. OK, I will yield for a 

question, if it is a question. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Here is the question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Do you believe that 

the new normal is 1.5 percent, like 
CBO, like the Obama administration 
said—GDP growth of 1.5 percent for the 
entire future? Is that what you believe? 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I re-
claim my time. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. If you don’t, how do 
we get that faster growth? 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I re-
claim my time. 

Of course, I don’t believe that is the 
new normal. It is the same old game 
they played before. If you are not for 
our tax plan, then you are not for tax 
reform. Nobody believes that. 

Of course, we don’t think 1.5 percent 
is the normal. But do you know what 
else we know? We know that the last 
time, 20 years ago, when we focused on 
the middle class and cut taxes on the 
middle class during the Clinton years, 
the economy exploded. There were 22 
million private sector jobs. 

But do you know what happened a 
dozen years ago? President Bush did 
two tax cuts for the wealthy, under the 
view that it trickles down and every-
body will do better. During 8 years of 
President Bush, there was no net job 
growth. 

Yes, during the last few years, we 
have had this low level of GDP growth 
for a whole lot of reasons, but you 
don’t fix it—you don’t grow the econ-
omy—by giving tax cuts for the rich 
with the hope of it trickling down. One 
of the ways you fix that is to do the pa-
triot corporation legislation. If a com-
pany does the right thing, if a company 
pays good wages, if a company provides 
decent health benefits and retirement 
benefits and keeps its production in the 
United States, that company gets a 
better tax rate—$1,500 for workers, the 
way this amendment would work. That 
is how you grow the economy. That is 
what Candidate Trump said and then 
President Trump said to me in a meet-
ing with all my Finance Committee 
Republicans in the room—in the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet room. Now, we know 
that. That just goes without saying, in 
spite of the myth that we continue to 
propagate on the floor. 

Before I turn it to Senator DURBIN, 
who is one of the original authors of 
the patriot corporation legislation, I 
want to say one other thing. We have 
seen some pretty charts on this floor 
about middle-class tax cuts. Well, what 
we didn’t hear mention was that on 
about the third year of this bill, the 
tax cuts go down and down and down 
and then they cross zero, and then you 
have tax increases. The Tax Policy 
Center said that, in 2019, 13 million 
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households will have a tax increase; in 
2025, 19 million households will have a 
tax increase; and in 2027, 87 million will 
have tax increases. Those aren’t the 
Trump family that will have tax in-
creases. Those aren’t Senators’ fami-
lies that will have tax increases. Those 
are working families in Toledo, in Day-
ton, and working families in Omaha 
and in East St. Louis, IL. They are the 
ones who are going to get hit with 
these tax increases while the wealthy 
continue to get more tax breaks. 

I will yield the remainder of the 
Democratic time to the assistant 
Democratic leader, Senator DURBIN 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant Democratic leader. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, let 
me thank my colleague from Ohio for 
raising this important issue. It comes 
down to a very basic question for the 
Senate. We have a tax code that cre-
ates incentives and penalties for cer-
tain conduct. We encourage Americans 
to give to charities, and we give them 
a deduction. We encourage Americans 
to own homes, and we let them deduct 
the cost of interest on their mortgage. 
We encourage them in so many dif-
ferent ways and discourage other con-
duct. 

Why shouldn’t we encourage Amer-
ican businesses to hire American work-
ers? Why shouldn’t we reward Amer-
ican businesses that keep their busi-
nesses in America and not move them 
overseas? Why shouldn’t we incentivize 
businesses and corporations to pay a 
decent minimum living wage to their 
employees, to provide basic benefits 
when it comes to health insurance and 
healthcare, and a good retirement 
plan? Why shouldn’t we incentivize 
American companies to hire veterans? 
Why don’t we put in our Tax Code in-
centives that create stronger, better, 
patriotic American corporations? 

I am going to wave the flag here. I 
think there are a lot of great corpora-
tions, companies in America that real-
ly do care for this country. Some don’t, 
and I don’t think they should be re-
warded for turning their backs on 
America—but we do. 

In the current Tax Code, if you de-
cide to ship your jobs off overseas, send 
your factories overseas and put Ameri-
cans out of work, do you know what 
the Tax Code says? Be my guest. The 
provision says you can deduct the cost 
of moving so we incentivize and reward 
companies that want to leave America. 

What Senator BROWN and many on 
this side of the aisle believe, as I do, is 
why don’t we incentivize the compa-
nies that want to stay in America? 
Why don’t we incentivize those who 
say: We want to hire American people 
and pay them a decent wage. 

I think that is what a tax code is all 
about, to create incentives for good 
things for the American economy and 
discourage bad things, and so I intro-
duced this bill several years back. Con-
gresswoman SCHAKOWSKY of Chicago 
joined me in that effort. We have had 
this bill there. Senator BROWN has been 

such a leader in this area. I was proud 
to stand with him today to do this 
jointly and offer this as part of the tax 
plan. 

So it is a basic proposition for Presi-
dent Trump and for the Republicans. 
Do you believe—do you believe Amer-
ican businesses that stay in this coun-
try deserve a break? Do you believe 
American businesses that pay a decent 
wage to their employees deserve a tax 
break? Do you believe American com-
panies that put together health insur-
ance and retirement plans that are fair 
and just for their workers and their 
families deserve a break in our Tax 
Code? Do you think we ought to give a 
helping hand to those companies that 
will hire a veteran, put a veteran to 
work? Do you think our Tax Code 
should also recognize that some compa-
nies are going to hire disabled people 
and give them a chance of a lifetime? 
Do you think all of those are good con-
duct by corporations that deserve not 
only a pat on the back but a helping 
hand when it comes to the Tax Code? 
That is what this is about. It is very 
basic. That is what I believe. I think 
that is what most of the people in Illi-
nois believe. I think that is what Presi-
dent Trump might have been speaking 
to during the course of his campaign, 
about creating jobs in America. 

This President and those who are in 
his party now have a chance to put a 
vote on the board and show they be-
lieve that too. If you vote against this, 
how in the world would you explain it 
when you go home? Oh, yes, I voted 
against patriot corporations. I don’t 
think we ought to reward American 
companies that hire American workers 
and treat them fairly. How do you ex-
plain that? 

This Tax Code is loaded with incen-
tives. It is loaded with special inter-
ests. The special interest we are focus-
ing on are American workers and their 
families with this amendment. We are 
focusing as well on the companies that 
respect them, treat them fairly, pay 
them a decent wage, and give them a 
fighting chance to make it in America. 
It sounds to me like a middle-class 
issue. It sounds to me like a middle-in-
come issue. It sounds to me like a good 
economic growth policy, not just to in-
crease corporate profits by reducing 
their taxes but to make sure the com-
pany’s business model is based on what 
is good for the future of America and 
what is good for our economy. 

Yes, I am waving the flag here. I am 
proud to do it. I want to wave a flag at 
every company that respects American 
workers and treats them the way they 
deserve, and I think this is a good way, 
a good step in that direction. 

I thank Senator BROWN. 
Mr. BROWN. Madam President, how 

much time remains on the Democratic 
side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Three 
and a half minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. I appreciate the leader-
ship of Senator DURBIN on this issue. 

I want to ask Democratic Ranking 
Member WYDEN a question as we wrap 

up. We have heard that in order to sell 
this scam that we see rushed through 
and negotiated in the majority leader’s 
office with his Wall Street and drug 
company lobbyist friends, that to sell 
this scam for the 1 percent and their 
billionaire contributors, that Repub-
licans continue to say the Democrats 
didn’t want to participate, didn’t want 
to do this in a bipartisan way. Senator 
WYDEN and I were at the White House 
when I handed the President the Pa-
triot Corporation Act and handed the 
President the Tax Relief for Working 
Families Act. Other Democrats were 
saying: Here are some ideas that can 
make this truly a bill aimed at the 
middle class, helping the middle class 
and expanding the economy. 

I keep hearing them say: We didn’t 
want to do this. I mean, really. So I 
want to ask Senator WYDEN—he is the 
senior Democrat on the Tax Com-
mittee—would you just expand on 
that? I mean, what really happened? 

Mr. WYDEN. I very much appreciate 
what you and Senator DURBIN are seek-
ing to do because not only have you 
tried to generate bipartisan support for 
it—I was there at the White House 
when you handed it to the President. 
That was what the moderate Demo-
crats tried to do again a couple of days 
ago, to say: Look, we want to show 
enormous good faith behind the cause 
of bipartisanship. I sure wish the Re-
publican leader, Senator CORNYN, had 
stayed on the floor because he was at-
tacking Democrats for obstructing the 
cause of bipartisan tax reform. He 
knows full well that I have written two 
bills. 

By the way, Republicans said, as part 
of that bill—unlike this one—that they 
want everybody in America to get 
ahead, not just the folks at the top. 
The senior Republican, Senator Gregg 
from New Hampshire, Republican 
chairman of the Budget Committee, 
made the agreement with me to make 
it attractive to create red, white, and 
blue jobs, not to make it more attrac-
tive to ship jobs overseas. 

So I want to give my colleague the 
last word with respect to the impor-
tance of this, but people ought to un-
derstand, A, Democrats have been 
showing for months—for months—how 
strongly we feel about doing this in a 
bipartisan way; B, my colleague on this 
particular issue, patriot corporations, 
handed this proposal to the President 
asking for bipartisanship, and we have 
had a bipartisan proposal for years. 
Senator CORNYN has never had a bipar-
tisan tax reform proposal. 

I would like to let my colleague fin-
ish up. 

Mr. BROWN. This is a really simple 
debate. Then-Candidate Trump, Presi-
dent Trump, has said: We reward cor-
porations that do the right thing: They 
pay good wages. They provide decent 
benefits. They keep their production in 
the United States. He then went on to 
say: Penalize companies that don’t, but 
if they are patriotic, you give them a 
tax break. 
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The Brown-Durbin amendment bill 

provides roughly $1,500 for every em-
ployee when companies do the right 
thing. Why would we not want to re-
ward American companies that are 
making things in America? 

This suit I wear is made by union 
workers 10 miles from my house. Why 
wouldn’t we want to reward companies 
that do that instead of reward compa-
nies that go overseas? 

Vote for the Brown-Durbin Patriot 
Corporation Act Amendment. 

I yield back my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

Brown motion to commit. 
Mr. WYDEN. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 48, 

nays 52, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 286 Leg.] 

YEAS—48 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—52 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
McCain 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

The motion was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SASSE). The Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senator CASEY 
be recognized to offer a motion to com-
mit, which is at the desk; that the time 
until 2:15 p.m. be equally divided in the 
usual form for debate on the motion; 
and that at 2:15 p.m., the Senate vote 
in relation to the motion with no inter-
vening action or debate. I further ask 
that following disposition of the mo-
tion, the majority leader be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REQUEST FOR AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEE TO 
MEET 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, the 
Judiciary Committee does not have the 
approval of the Democratic leader to 
meet; therefore, they will not be per-
mitted to meet past 12:30 p.m. this 
afternoon. 

I ask unanimous consent that the re-
quest for authority to meet be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, November 28, 2017. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 

that the Committee on the Judiciary be au-
thorized to meet during the session of the 
Senate, on November 30, 2017, at 10:30 a.m., in 
SD–226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, to conduct an executive business meet-
ing. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 

Chairman. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor to talk about the his-
toric opportunity we have before us to 
grow the American economy, to create 
jobs, and to make sure Washington has 
less money in its pockets and the peo-
ple across this country have more 
money in their pockets. 

I rise to support the pro-growth tax 
reform proposal before the Senate. I 
rise to support modernizing and simpli-
fying the American tax system to 
make it competitive. I rise to support 
American workers who haven’t seen 
wage growth for far too long. I rise to 
support American families. 

It has been 30 years since this coun-
try last reformed the Tax Code. We 
haven’t modernized our Tax Code in 
over 30 years, since 1986. Since that 
time, we have had lobbyists and special 
interests adding on and building on 
loopholes and giveaways to what once 
was a competitive tax system. That 30 
years of drag on the Tax Code has made 
it more out-of-date day by day. It is so 
out-of-date that American families and 
businesses now spend 6 billion hours 
and $263 billion every year just to file 
their taxes. That is bigger than the 
economic output of the nation of New 
Zealand, just to file our taxes every 
year. 

Meanwhile, we have watched the 
world change since 1986 significantly. 
Other countries have learned how to 
use their tax codes to entice U.S. busi-
nesses overseas—businesses from 
around the globe—to their country, to 
move away from the United States to 
their countries’ more competitive tax 
code. That disparity between the U.S. 
Tax Code and foreign tax rates has lit-
erally chased jobs and wages out of this 
country. Companies now not only in-
vest in low-tax foreign countries, but 
they leave U.S. dollars abroad without 
bringing them back into the United 
States. Those billions have piled up, 
and now it is estimated that there is 
somewhere around $2.5 trillion in for-

eign profits being held by U.S. multi-
nationals overseas. 

That tells us three things: No. 1, cor-
porations will find low-tax jurisdic-
tions; No. 2, without this reform, it 
isn’t changing anytime soon; No. 3, 
American workers are the ones who are 
paying the cost of this failed economic 
system. It is the American workers 
who suffer in the form of higher taxes, 
lower wages, and a less competitive 
economy. 

We have before us an opportunity to 
change this. This reform will bring the 
kind of relief Americans have been de-
manding for a number of years, for 
over a decade—lower taxes, higher 
wages, and less time and hassle filing 
their taxes. This change will mean that 
a family of four—according to the non-
partisan Tax Foundation—earning the 
median family income of $73,000 would 
see a tax cut of nearly $2,202. That is a 
60-percent cut next year over what 
they paid last year with the passage of 
this bill. A single parent with one child 
and an income of $41,000 will see a cut 
of more than $1,400, according to the 
nonpartisan Tax Foundation. That is a 
cut of 70 percent in their tax rates from 
what they paid this past year to what 
they would pay next year. This change 
will bring thousands of dollars in high-
er wages as companies begin to invest 
in America again. 

The Council of Economic Advisers 
has estimated that just lowering the 
corporate rate alone would raise aver-
age income around $4,000 to $4,385 in 
my home State of Colorado. The aca-
demic literature supporting that anal-
ysis suggests the gains could even be 
bigger. This change will reduce the 
wasted billions of hours spent filling 
out the paperwork, dotting the i’s and 
crossing the t’s, just to file your taxes. 

The Council of Economic Advisers es-
timates that after passage of this bill, 
about 92 percent of taxpayers will use 
the standard deduction rate rather 
than itemize their taxes, and because 
the standard deduction will have been 
expanded, they will end up being better 
off. 

It shouldn’t be more fun going to the 
dentist than it is figuring out your 
taxes. We can’t let this moment pass 
without bringing this relief to Amer-
ica’s taxpayers. Doing that would only 
chase more dollars and jobs out of the 
country. The result of voting against 
this reform can be summed up in the 
information I have right next to me. 

Here is the first one. This shows how 
our corporate tax rate over time—since 
the 1980s and 1990s—has stayed flat, has 
stayed the same, while OECD nations 
and while our competitors have low-
ered their rates and become more and 
more competitive over time. Countries 
like France, Germany, Spain, Italy, 
Greece, and country after country have 
lowered their corporate tax rates far 
less than our rates today. Indeed, the 
average European corporate statutory 
rate is around 18 or 19 percent. The 
United States remains stuck at 35 per-
cent—the highest statutory tax rate in 
the industrialized world. 
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When a company decides it wants to 

expand or buy new equipment, it looks 
at these rates to see how much extra 
revenue it needs to generate in order to 
make the expansion profitable. The 
higher the rate, the harder it is to gen-
erate enough revenue to justify the in-
vestment. 

It doesn’t take much more than this 
chart alone to know that investing 
abroad has made a lot of sense to far 
too many people. Businesses have re-
sponded to this. They have moved. As a 
result, business investment in capital 
in the United States is at a low. Invest-
ments in new structures, equipment, 
and intellectual property have some of 
its lowest rates we have seen. 

Indeed, Council of Economic Advisers 
Chairman Kevin Hassett recently 
warned that there is a ‘‘crisis in our 
country’’ because of the lack of what is 
called ‘‘capital deepening’’—which is 
what an economist would use for the 
term meaning the impact of capital 
stock—on worker productivity. Worker 
productivity, in turn, is what drives up 
wages. That makes sense. The more 
productive a worker is, the more the 
employer is willing to pay that worker 
to keep him or her. 

That leads us to the other piece of in-
formation that is important to look at. 
You can see the effects here. The rela-
tionship between corporate profits and 
wages has broken down over the past 
couple of decades. Prior to 1990, when 
corporate profits went up by 1 percent, 
wages went up by more than 1 percent, 
but that has changed because of our 
uncompetitive tax system. From 2008 
to 2016, a 1-percent increase in cor-
porate profits corresponded with only a 
0.3-percent increase in worker wages. 
When we hear about a growing income 
inequality, which is something we have 
to address, this is part of the story. 
This is part of the reason we have in-
come inequality, because that ratio has 
shifted as a result of people going over-
seas, money being kept overseas, and 
our tax rates simply being out-of-date 
and out of order. 

One of the biggest culprits is that 
corporate tax rate. It is what causes 
that disconnect between profits and 
wages. Businesses are investing those 
dollars overseas, and they lay off work-
ers in the United States, expanding in 
Poland instead of Portland or not just 
expanding at all. No matter which op-
tion they choose, the American worker 
loses out. That is why experts say em-
ployees bear 45 percent to 75 percent of 
the burden of corporate taxes—because 
businesses invest in them less the high-
er the tax rate goes. 

That brings us to the third point of 
information. The empirical evidence is 
remarkably clear. Countries with lower 
tax rates have much higher wage in-
creases than countries with higher cor-
porate tax rates. High-tax countries, 
like the United States, have weak wage 
growth, less than 1 percent—even close 
to zero. You can see this. The highest 
statutory corporate tax rate countries 
in the world have less than 1-percent 

wage growth. High-tax countries, like 
the United States, have that extremely 
weak wage growth. Low-tax countries, 
though, see the wage growth of 1 per-
cent, 1.5 percent, 2 percent, 4 percent, 
and that is because low-tax countries 
create an environment that encourages 
businesses to grow and to expand, 
while high-tax countries, like the 
United States, chase money out of the 
country. 

Over the last several years, we have 
been told we need to get used to low 
wages—that we have to get used to low 
wages and low GDP growth. We have 
been told we just need to accept a sec-
ular stagnation theory; that the Amer-
ican economy’s prime has gone away. I 
don’t believe that. I don’t think any-
body in this country should believe 
that. I believe our economy’s best days 
are ahead of us if we pass the kind of 
policies we can this week. 

Until we get our Tax Code competi-
tive again, there are people who are 
going to think the secular stagnation 
is all we can get. They will be stuck 
with low growth, low wages. Bipartisan 
groups have pushed for ways to change 
this: Simpson-Bowles Commission, 
Wyden-Coats, even President Obama 
himself called for tax cuts in his 2011 
State of the Union Address. In fact, 
President Obama’s economic adviser, 
Larry Summers, said that reducing the 
corporate tax rate and lowering the 
competitive disadvantage faced by 
American multinationals is ‘‘about as 
close to a free lunch as tax reformers 
will ever get.’’ 

Here we stand at the end of this re-
form process, and the opponents of this 
reform simply pound their fists on 
their desks and shoot off standard talk-
ing points about millionaires and bil-
lionaires. They told us from the outset, 
in a letter to Senator MCCONNELL, that 
they didn’t want to cut taxes for every-
one, so they wouldn’t play a meaning-
ful part in crafting the package. What 
a shame that has been. They could 
have worked with us, offered proposals 
that would help us find that solution 
that benefits all. They rail against dif-
ferent specifics, often mixing up what 
is in the House proposal with what is in 
the Senate’s proposal because it is po-
litically expedient. 

There really have been no honest, 
substantive amendments to make the 
bill better, as we have asked time and 
time again. It is unclear if they will 
even support amendments that mirror 
the bills they themselves have intro-
duced because I am afraid the oppo-
nents aren’t interested in making the 
bill better. They are interested in a po-
litical fight and continuing to see 
Americans suffer under low wages and 
high taxes, but they don’t tell us why, 
other than ‘‘just not this bill.’’ 

We have a chance to help the middle 
class. We have a chance to cut taxes, to 
grow the economy. For Coloradans, it 
means more jobs, it means higher 
wages, it means true economic growth. 
Let’s get away from that Atari-era 1986 
Tax Code, and let’s put forth some-

thing that works for this generation, 
the next generation, building competi-
tiveness, building opportunity, and 
building an America we were all proud 
of. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
MOTION TO COMMIT 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I have a 
motion to commit at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CASEY] moves to commit the bill H.R. 1 to 
the Committee on Finance with instructions 
to report the same back to the Senate in 3 
days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) establish an exception to reduced rates 
for certain corporations in order to ensure 
any tax windfall to profitable corporations 
also goes to increasing worker wages by— 

(A) requiring corporations to annually de-
termine whether their aggregate worker 
wages, excluding executive wages, increase 
by an amount at least equal to increases in 
executive compensation, stock buy backs, 
and dividends to shareholders; and 

(B) with respect to companies failing this 
test, providing that the corporate rate reduc-
tion shall not apply for the following year 
and the corporate rate under the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 shall be applied and ad-
ministered as if the provisions reducing such 
rates had not been enacted. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about this motion to commit. 
The amendment I am offering is very 
simple. It states that if companies are 
giving executives a raise and giving 
more money to shareholders through 
dividends or stock buybacks because of 
this tax windfall, then workers who 
help make these profits possible in the 
first place, and who also need a break, 
would see their wages go up. It is as 
simple as that. 

I hope every Member of the Senate 
will support this sensible amendment. 
By one estimate, over the last 16 years, 
there seems to be little to no correla-
tion between rising corporate profits 
and increased wages. We have seen 
record corporate profits over years, and 
in fact profits as a percentage of the 
economy have nearly doubled over the 
past 20 years. 

The New York Times tells us: 
In the United States, the richest 1 percent 

have seen their share of national income 
roughly double since 1980, to 20 percent in 
2014 from 11 percent. No other nation in the 
35-member Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development is as unequal 
among those with comparable tax data, and 
none have experienced such a sharp rise in 
inequality. 

Let me review that again. 
From 1980 to 2014, the richest 1 per-

cent has had its share of national in-
come roughly double to 20 percent from 
11 percent. So, since 1980, the top 1 per-
cent has had a bonanza. It has done 
quite well. 

What has been the case with work-
ers? 
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At the same time, wage growth has 

stagnated. Many have seen the reports 
over the last couple of years, one by 
the Economic Policy Institute, which 
indicated that, if you compare wage 
growth after World War II, from 1948 to 
about 1973, wage growth was 91 percent. 
Then from 1973 forward, to about 2014 
or 2015, wage growth was only a total of 
11 percent growth. So there was 91 per-
cent wage growth after World War II 
and only 11 since then, and in many 
years, it was not even 11. It was stag-
nating. 

People can go to the Economic Pol-
icy Institute’s website and read that 
series of reports about wages and about 
workers, which I thought was the 
focus—the prime focus, I had hoped—of 
both parties when it came to this bill. 
Apparently, it is not with regard to 
what the majority is presenting. Those 
at the top are not only getting richer; 
they have been getting richer in a big 
way since 1980. That increasing rate of 
benefits to the wealthy continues at a 
fast pace in this bill and continues year 
after year. 

The Republican tax plan gives hun-
dreds and hundreds of billions of dol-
lars of net tax cuts to major corpora-
tions. By one estimate, the total cor-
porate tax cut exceeds $1.3 trillion. 
That is trillion with a ‘‘t.’’ Some esti-
mate that the number is even higher 
than that, but I will go with that lower 
number. There is no requirement with 
that corporate tax cut that any bene-
fits go to workers’ wages and no re-
quirement that companies invest in the 
United States of America—no require-
ment at all. 

So what should we do about that? 
We can pass an amendment like mine 

to make sure that, if the executives 
benefit and if the shareholders benefit, 
the workers benefit. The workers have 
a lot to do with the profits. The work-
ers have a lot to do with the produc-
tivity of the corporation. In fact, many 
large corporations have told share-
holders exactly what they are going to 
do with the money they get, with the 
benefits that are derived from this cor-
porate tax cut. Here is the conclusion, 
unfortunately: All they are going to do 
is to increase dividends. 

Here is a report from Bloomberg. 
This report is dated November 29, 2017, 
with the headline: ‘‘Trump’s Tax Prom-
ises Undercut by CEO Plans to Reward 
Investors.’’ 

Here is the opening paragraph of the 
story: ‘‘Major companies including 
Cisco Systems Inc., Pfizer Inc., and 
Coca-Cola Co. say they’ll turn over 
most gains from proposed corporate 
tax cuts to their shareholders.’’ 

This undercuts President Donald 
Trump’s promise that his plan will cre-
ate jobs and boost wages for the middle 
class. 

That is what that report that I am 
quoting from says. I will quote from it 
more a little bit later. That is what 
they tell us in that report. 

What about the workers? What about 
the workers and their wages, which 

have not gone up very much over dec-
ades and, in some measure, have stag-
nated? 

The Republicans have promised over 
and over that this corporate tax cut 
would lead to higher wages. In fact, 
they even put a number on it. They 
said $4,000, and then they said that it 
might go higher than $4,000 if you give 
this corporate tax cut. So they were 
not just making a broad, unspecific 
promise. They were making a very spe-
cific promise about what would flow 
from this corporate tax cut, which I 
would call a corporate tax giveaway. 
Workers are the reason that those prof-
its exist when a corporation is profit-
able, and they should see the benefit of 
the gains from their labor. 

I will go back to this Bloomberg re-
port. It quotes Jack Bogle, the founder 
of the Vanguard Group, which is a 
major company in Pennsylvania. Jack 
Bogle, the founder of the Vanguard 
Group, spoke in New York on this very 
topic this week. He is quoted in this 
Bloomberg story from November 29. 

I will just read you part of what he 
said: The tax proposals being debated 
in Washington are a ‘‘moral abomina-
tion’’—those are his words, not mine— 
because they favor corporations at the 
expense of workers—my words not his. 

Here is what Jack Bogle goes on to 
say: 

Just think about this: Corporate profits 
after taxes last year were the highest 
they’ve ever been in the history of GDP 
going back to 1929 . . . and we are thinking 
of giving relief to the corporations at the 
highest levels ever. Individual wages are at 
the lowest level in about 15 years as a per-
cent of GDP. 

That is what Jack Bogle said. 
He goes on to say: 
So we are helping people who are doing 

very well and doing nothing for the people 
doing very badly. One of the flaws is that 
corporations are putting their shareholders 
ahead of the people that built the corpora-
tion, the people who put their heart and soul 
on the line and are committed to the com-
pany. 

It is just the unfairness. 

That is Jack Bogle of the Vanguard 
Group, not some Democratic source. 

He finishes with these words: 
But the worst part of it is that corpora-

tions are making so much money now that 
they don’t know what to do with it. They 
aren’t investing in new equipment, in inno-
vation. They’re buying back their own stock, 
which helps the stock price. 

He goes on to say the following: 
I’m all for capitalism . . . I’m a capitalist 

myself. But there is such a thing as too 
much. 

That is what Jack Bogle said about 
this bill and about the effects of the 
corporate tax break. 

Bloomberg reported on Wednesday 
that corporate leaders are saying the 
tax cut proceeds will go to share-
holders, as I said, which is the exact 
concern that many people have about 
this bill, among many other concerns. 

Republicans say that this tax cut is 
to help competitiveness and wage 
growth. This amendment would simply 

put some teeth into that promise. If be-
cause of a tax cut a company spends, 
say, $50 million more on executives’ 
raises and increased dividends and 
stock buybacks, then it ought to have 
to spend $50 million, as well, to in-
crease workers’ wages. That is the ef-
fect of the amendment. 

If you are truly reinvesting in your 
company, your complying with this 
amendment shouldn’t be an issue, but 
if your only goal is to put more money 
at the top, then without this amend-
ment, this tax bill is grossly unfair to 
workers. If you don’t want to take my 
word for it, talk to Jack Bogle. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 

to discuss four amendments that I have 
submitted to the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act that would strengthen this legisla-
tion in ways that are important to our 
middle-income families. 

I express my thanks to the majority 
leader, my colleagues, and the adminis-
tration for working with me on these 
proposals. 

The first amendment would allow 
taxpayers to deduct up to $10,000 in 
State and local property taxes. In re-
cent years, more than 95 percent of all 
of those who itemize on their tax forms 
and 28 percent of all Federal income 
tax filers deducted State and local 
taxes, including property taxes. Yet 
the Senate bill would eliminate this 
deduction altogether. 

The deduction for State and local 
taxes has been part of our Tax Code 
since 1913, when the income tax became 
law. It was intended to prevent a Fed-
eral tax from being imposed on a State 
tax. In other words, it was to prevent 
double taxation. 

This deduction is especially impor-
tant to the people of Maine. In my 
State, 166,000 itemizers deducted a 
total of $725 million in property taxes 
on their Federal income tax returns. 
This amendment would allow the vast 
majority of Mainers who itemize to 
continue to fully deduct their property 
taxes. 

Improving the bill in this way—by 
preserving the property tax deduction 
up to $10,000—is crucial for middle-in-
come taxpayers across the United 
States. In fact, for filers earning less 
than $75,000 who itemize, the State and 
local property tax deduction is typi-
cally larger than the State and local 
income tax deduction. 

While I would prefer allowing the de-
duction of both State and local income 
and property taxes, the benefits of the 
property tax deduction are particularly 
important to middle-income families 
with less than $75,000 in income. In ad-
dition, by allowing the deduction of up 
to $10,000 in property taxes, my amend-
ment parallels the provision that has 
been included in the House version of 
the tax bill. 

My second amendment would strike a 
provision that could lessen the retire-
ment benefits of church, charity, 
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school, and government employees, in-
cluding firefighters, police officers, and 
teachers. I appreciate very much that 
my colleague from Ohio, Senator 
PORTMAN, has cosponsored this amend-
ment. 

We are in the midst of a retirement 
crisis in this country. According to the 
nonpartisan Center for Retirement Re-
search, there is a $7.7 trillion gap be-
tween the savings that American 
households need to maintain their 
standards of living in retirement and 
what they actually have. As Americans 
are living longer, seniors are in danger 
of outliving their savings or of no 
longer being able to enjoy the com-
fortable retirements they once had en-
visioned. We must do everything we 
can to encourage people to save more 
for retirement, not less. 

Employees of churches, charities, 
schools, and local governments are 
generally paid less than their counter-
parts who work for for-profit busi-
nesses. Thus, they are less able to save 
for their retirements, especially early 
in their careers. Accordingly, there are 
special catch-up rules that allow these 
employees to contribute additional 
amounts near the ends of their careers 
when they are likely to have higher 
salaries. 

There is also a special rule that per-
mits churches, charities, and public 
educational institutions to make con-
tributions for employees after they re-
tire so as to make up for the shortfalls 
in the employees’ retirement savings 
during their working years. Regret-
tably, as drafted, the Senate bill would 
hurt many church, charity, school, and 
government workers by eliminating 
these critical tax rules, including the 
ability to make these catchup and 
makeup contributions to retirement 
accounts. Striking this provision, as 
my amendment would do, would ensure 
that those employees who serve the 
public achieve greater retirement secu-
rity. 

My third amendment would improve 
the child and dependent care tax credit 
by making it refundable, thus pro-
viding much needed assistance to low- 
income working families. Making this 
credit refundable would help many 
families afford high-quality childcare 
or adult daycare for older parents or 
relatives who can no longer care for 
themselves. 

Working families are increasingly 
faced with difficult decisions when it 
comes to balancing care and work, 
with some concluding that the steep 
cost of care serves as a barrier to work-
ing more or working at all. Nearly 15 
million children in America under the 
age of 6 have working parents. These 
parents, particularly single parents, 
often struggle to find affordable, qual-
ity daycare, which ensures that they 
can continue to work while having the 
peace of mind that their children or 
their elderly parents are well cared for. 

Congress should make this tax credit 
refundable, meaning that families who 
have no Federal income tax liability 

but pay other taxes will also benefit. 
Since it is not currently refundable, 
most low- and some middle-income 
tax-paying families are unable to take 
advantage of the childcare tax credit. 
In fact, according to the Tax Policy 
Center, almost no families in the bot-
tom income quintile have been able to 
claim that credit. Think about that. 
These are the lowest income families 
who need help the most in paying for 
childcare or care for a dependent, el-
derly parent or grandparent or other 
relative; yet virtually none of them 
qualify for the credit—none of them 
are able to claim the credit. 

To pay for making the child and 
adult dependent care credit refundable, 
my amendment would close the carried 
interest loophole, a tax reform that the 
President has endorsed. 

Finally, high medical expenses are 
continuing to burden many American 
consumers, yet due to a highly unfor-
tunate provision in the Affordable Care 
Act, consumers can deduct medical ex-
penses only if they exceed 10 percent of 
their income. That threshold used to be 
7.5 percent, and my amendment would 
return the threshold to that level to 
help taxpayers, particularly seniors 
who are struggling with the cost of 
long-term care for a loved one. 

Just this past week, when I was in 
Maine, an elderly gentleman stopped 
me in the grocery store to tell me that 
he simply cannot afford long-term care 
for his beloved wife, given the change 
in this threshold. For those who suffer 
from chronic medical conditions, expe-
rience unexpected illnesses or injury, 
or find that long-term care services are 
a necessity but are not covered by in-
surance or Medicare, healthcare ex-
penses can quickly become an unbear-
able burden. Many Americans are 
forced to choose between purchasing 
medical services and making other 
equally necessary expenditures. Since 
World War II, the medical expense de-
duction has provided much needed as-
sistance to Americans with cata-
strophic medical expenses. We should 
reverse this ill-advised provision of the 
Affordable Care Act and reinstate the 
ability of those hard-pressed by high 
medical costs to deduct expenses in ex-
cess of 7.5 percent of their income. 

I believe that all four of these amend-
ments would strengthen this legisla-
tion in critical ways and make it more 
beneficial for middle-income Ameri-
cans. 

Thank you. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. UDALL. I thank the Presiding 

Officer for the recognition. 
Mr. President, the Republicans’ tax 

bill is a disaster for the American peo-
ple. It would give the ultrawealthy a 
tax cut and make middle-class families 
pay for it. I can’t tell you how strongly 
I am opposed to it. 

We have heard a lot from the Presi-
dent and the Republicans about how 
their tax cuts will be a rising tide to 
lift all boats, but this claim just 

doesn’t hold water. Look carefully. On 
top of $1.5 trillion in new deficits, they 
are hiding where more than $5 trillion 
of cuts over the next 10 years will come 
from and just who will actually ben-
efit. The Republican budget would 
force steep cuts in healthcare, edu-
cation, and other programs that work-
ing and middle-class families rely on. 

It is a terrible plan for my home 
State of New Mexico, where a lot of 
families already have a hard time get-
ting by. Plain and simple, the Repub-
licans’ plan is a massive redistribution 
of wealth. Listen to who it is taking 
money from and where they are giving 
it to. It would take money from work-
ing families, seniors, children, the sick 
and disabled, rural families, and the 
poor, and give it to the very top 1 per-
cent. They propose it at a time when 
the gap between the very rich and ev-
eryone else is already growing. We now 
have greater income inequality in the 
United States than at the height of the 
Gilded Age over 100 years ago. 

I want to highlight for my colleagues 
across the aisle another big problem 
with the Republicans’ bill. It has not 
been talked about enough, but it is im-
portant to my home State of New Mex-
ico and to many Western States. The 
Republicans’ deficit-creating tax cuts 
are going to cause automatic seques-
tration, and this will cut several man-
datory programs under the Pay-as- 
You-Go Act. Some of those are the 
mineral royalties from oil and gas 
drilling and coal mining on public 
lands that the Federal Government 
shares with States. New Mexico’s roy-
alty share is projected to be $437 mil-
lion next year. Other States count on 
these payments for millions of dollars 
in their budgets too. Colorado received 
over $80 million in 2016. All of that will 
be at risk. Wyoming received over $660 
million last year. Its State budget can-
not afford to lose that kind of money. 
Utah, Montana, and North Dakota re-
ceived tens of millions in mineral pay-
ments last year as well. These are roy-
alties that New Mexico and the States 
are entitled to. 

In New Mexico we mainly use this 
money for public schools. Other States 
use it for vital government programs 
like healthcare, roads, and police. 

Our State legislature has struggled 
the last couple of years to balance the 
budget. The chair and vice chair of the 
New Mexico Legislative Finance Com-
mittee wrote just this week to our en-
tire delegation. They warn that losing 
so much revenue ‘‘would have a dev-
astating impact on the State’s budget 
and would wipe out the reserves our 
State has struggled to rebuild.’’ 

New Mexico school kids just can’t af-
ford to take a $437 million hit. I know 
it is possible for Congress to pass legis-
lation sometime in the future to take 
mineral royalties out of sequestration, 
but there is no guarantee at all of that 
ever happening, and I am not willing to 
take chances with the education of 
New Mexico’s school children. 

The Republicans’ tax cuts will also 
hit Medicare hard. That is also another 
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concern for New Mexico families. Tax 
cuts for the superwealthy and big cor-
porations will mean New Mexico could 
lose out on about $178 million of Fed-
eral Medicare payments every year. I 
am opposed to trading off seniors’ 
health just so the rich can get richer, 
but the Republicans seem bound and 
determined to take away America’s 
healthcare, even though the American 
people have spoken loud and clear. 
They want their current healthcare 
rights fully protected. Republicans 
want to do away with the individual 
mandate under the Affordable Care 
Act. But we also know that will mean 
millions of Americans will lose cov-
erage, and we know that premiums will 
go up because the insurance companies 
will be covering a sicker population. I 
am opposed to trading off the Amer-
ican people’s health just so the rich 
can get richer. 

The majority’s bill is a bad idea for 
basically everyone in New Mexico and 
across the country, except for the very 
wealthy individuals, multinational cor-
porations, private equity and hedge 
funds. These are the folks who are 
being helped—the very wealthy, multi-
national corporations, private equity 
and hedge funds. 

Let’s instead get down to the busi-
ness of governing on behalf of the 
American people, not just the top 1 
percent 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
Mr. BOOKER. Thank you very much, 

Mr. President. 
If you look at the United States of 

America today compared to when my 
dad grew up, we have seen very dis-
turbing trends in our economy. In fact, 
right now, we do not have the same 
economy—the same bargain—that we 
had in my parents’ generation. 

Someone who had a minimum wage 
job back in the fifties or sixties made 
the equivalent of over $20 an hour 
today. The bargain in the United 
States of America was that if you were 
willing to work hard, willing to sweat, 
struggle, and sacrifice, you could make 
ends meet, and you could make it 
work. 

What we have seen, disturbingly, 
over the last few decades is that econ-
omy twist and contort. We have seen 
massive disparities in income come 
about in our Nation, with the wealthy 
getting wealthier and wealthier, doing 
better and better, compounding and 
doubling down on their privilege, but 
we have seen the middle class shrink-
ing in the United States of America 
and the poverty trap, where people are 
playing by the rules, where people are 
working hard. They see their wages 
stagnate while the cost of everything is 
going up, such as prescription drug 
costs, the cost of food and child care, 
the cost of college. The bargain in our 
country is not working now, and we 
need to do something to change this. 

At a time when American families 
are feeling the burn and the challenge 

of high taxes, low incomes, and high 
costs, we could be targeting middle- 
class Americans, and we could be tar-
geting low-income earners in a bipar-
tisan tax bill that would not only help 
those who are struggling in America, 
but when we give a tax break to those 
folks, that money gets reinvested in 
our economy because people spend that 
money, and we literally have a 
turbocharge boost to our overall econ-
omy. But that is not what we are see-
ing right now. 

As the Republicans scramble for 
votes, we are on the verge tonight of 
doing something completely counter to 
what evidence, facts, and logic would 
tell us to do if we were going to devise 
a tax plan to truly help the middle 
class, truly help working Americans, 
truly help those struggling, wondering 
why they are not doing as well as their 
parents did. 

Understand this: 90 percent of baby 
boomers in America, by the time they 
turned 30, were doing better than their 
parents economically. That has now 
been cut in half in the United States of 
America. If you are a millennial, born 
in the eighties, it is now half who are 
doing better than their parents because 
of the challenges I am describing, be-
cause of the economic hardships. The 
bargain isn’t working. Everything is 
going up, but wages are stagnant. 

We know factually that for the past 
40 years, while workers’ wages have 
failed to rise alongside increased pro-
ductivity—workers are getting more 
and more productive, but for 40 years 
now, workers’ wages have failed to rise 
alongside of that increase in produc-
tivity. What we have seen is that cor-
porations’ profits have reached a 60- 
year high. 

In our country, it is disturbing when 
we see indices of social mobility—the 
ability for someone born poor to make 
it out of poverty—we see other nations, 
from Canada to classist England, doing 
better than we are in increasing social 
mobility. We see other countries ‘‘out- 
Americaning’’ us, taking what is the 
very idea of the American dream—that 
every generation should do better than 
the one before—and showing more 
progress toward that dream than we 
are. 

Social mobility, which is integral to 
our country, is disappearing. Wages are 
stagnating. Corporate profits are at an 
alltime high. Costs are skyrocketing. 
Everyone here knows it. I live in the 
Central Ward of Newark, NJ. I see it in 
the faces of families at grocery stores, 
hard-working families who are working 
full-time jobs, sometimes dual earners, 
finding it hard to make their money 
stretch to meet their families’ needs, 
often finding themselves with more 
month at the end of their money than 
money at the end of the month. Fami-
lies all across America, sitting at their 
kitchen tables, are finding it hard to 
balance their budgets. Parents who are 
working two jobs are trying to figure 
out how their kids are going to get to 
college and come out without tens of 
thousands—over $100,000 worth of debt. 

The bargain is not working, and we 
should be working in this body to fig-
ure out a way to empower the overall 
economy and empower middle-class 
workers. We are not doing enough to 
help American workers’ incomes grow. 
We are not doing enough to make the 
bargain work. We are not doing 
enough. 

I will tell you this: The tax plan that 
seems to be moving to the floor today 
will not help restore that American 
bargain. It will not help reinstate the 
American progress. It won’t get us 
back to those days. It won’t help Amer-
ican workers. It will actually make 
things worse over the long term. 

We can debate philosophies about tax 
codes all we want, but we cannot de-
bate facts. The fact is that this plan is 
not pro-growth; it is anti-middle class. 
It is not pro-worker; it is an even more 
severe violation of that bargain be-
tween American workers and this Na-
tion that created our modern economy. 
It is an affront to the idea of hard work 
and earning a living wage in America. 

This plan is not investing in the suc-
cess of American workers. It is not a 
plan to give hard workers a break or a 
boost. It isn’t going to make our econ-
omy more fair. The bill is poorly de-
signed and devised by the President of 
the United States and by Republicans 
in Congress to give a tax cut to those 
who need it least, on the backs of those 
Americans who need it and deserve it 
most. 

Again, this is not partisan rhetoric. 
A recent nonpartisan report from the 
nonpartisan Joint Committee on Tax-
ation found that, on average, Ameri-
cans earning less than $75,000 will face 
a tax increase over the next 10 years 
under this plan. Remember, adding in-
sult to that injury, the corporate tax 
provisions of this plan are permanent, 
but the individual tax provisions are 
not. In other words, this plan actively 
targets the folks who are struggling 
the most. It targets them with a tax 
increase and a sunsetting of the provi-
sions that were intended to help them. 

Meanwhile, on the other hand, the 
biggest corporations and the wealthiest 
individuals will receive a massive tax 
cut, and they will receive that tax 
cut—this is not free money. This is 
borrowed money. The $1.5 trillion 
added to our deficit is borrowed money 
that we will have to pay for over the 
long term. It is a massive giveaway to 
the wealthiest of people in our country 
and corporations, all under the theory 
that somehow this is going to benefit 
the average American worker. It will 
blow up the deficit and pump more 
money to the wealthiest in our country 
at a time that wealth disparities are 
already greater than they have been in 
a century. 

Some of my colleagues are going to 
argue that this bill giving $1 trillion to 
corporations will somehow result in a 
trickling down of things like raises for 
workers and somehow create new jobs, 
but that is a fantasy. I am a believer 
that you look at facts and you look at 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:56 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G30NO6.024 S30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7523 November 30, 2017 
history, and we don’t have to look that 
far. This fantasy has been disproved, 
this idea of giving it to the wealthiest 
and it somehow trickling down, of giv-
ing it to corporations and it somehow 
trickling down to job creation. This 
has been disproved time and time again 
by economic data, historical data, and 
by the words of corporate leaders 
themselves. 

Listen to the facts. A new survey 
found that the majority of small busi-
ness owners—these are the people who 
are the backbone of our economy, who 
create jobs—oppose this plan. Six in 
ten think it benefits wealthy corpora-
tions the most. Well, that is not just 
them thinking that; those are actually 
the facts of this plan. 

Take the word of leading economists. 
The University of Chicago’s IGM 
Forum—a collection of many of the top 
economists in this country from a 
range and a spectrum of political phi-
losophies—recently surveyed its mem-
bers, asking ‘‘If we pass a bill similar 
to the one being considered by Con-
gress, will the U.S. GDP be substan-
tially higher a decade from now than it 
is currently under the status quo?’’ 
Will this bill help our economy grow? 
Of the 42 respondents, 41 said: No, it 
will not. There was only one dissenter. 

These are some of the world’s pre-
eminent economists. We didn’t invite 
them to the Senate to hear their opin-
ions. We didn’t have hearings. We 
didn’t have an open process where we 
brought in the best economic minds 
from both sides of the political aisle, 
from both sides of the political spec-
trum. We did not have a process that 
brought in the best and the brightest 
to inform the investments we are mak-
ing—$1.5 trillion. And what they are 
saying now is that this will not do 
what Republican leaders say it will do. 

Senate Republicans wrote a budget 
to free up $1.5 trillion—that is what 
this will do to our deficit—to create 
these tax cuts. They can distribute 
these resources any way they see fit, 
and somehow they have managed to 
create, astonishingly, a tax bill that 
will increase taxes on low-income and 
middle-income people, especially in 
States like New Jersey, by getting rid 
of the State and local taxes provisions. 
This is why Republican Congresspeople 
in my State are against this, because 
this plan has been devised to hurt mid-
dle-income families, doubling down in 
States like mine. 

They have created a bill that small 
businesses don’t like because they 
know that the benefits are largely 
going to the wealthiest and the biggest 
corporations, and the kicker is that 
economists say it won’t even spur eco-
nomic growth. Then when major cor-
porations see their earnings go higher 
or get an influx of capital, what is 
going to happen? Well, it is far more 
likely that their executives and share-
holders—not their frontline workers— 
will benefit. 

Don’t take my word for it; look at 
what has happened over the last dec-

ade. We have seen record corporate 
profits, and what is happening with 
those profits? Eighty, ninety percent of 
those profits are not being invested in 
hiring more people or increasing pay; 
the overwhelming majority of the prof-
its that corporations are seeing are 
going to paying dividends and doing 
stock buybacks. That is what happens 
when corporations get more resources. 

Don’t take my word for it; look at 
what corporate leaders themselves are 
saying. They have made it clear time 
and time again that increases in profits 
will not trickle down to workers. Major 
American companies have said point 
blank that they will not use their huge 
tax windfalls to raise wages for work-
ers. Companies from Cisco, to Pfizer, to 
Coca-Cola, to Vanguard have said that 
their tax breaks will go to dividends 
for shareholders, not wages for work-
ers. According to Bloomberg, on an 
earnings call in reference to the tax 
plan, one CEO said: ‘‘We’ll be able to 
get much more aggressive on the share 
buyback.’’ That is where corporate 
profits have been going for a decade or 
more, creating more wealth for the 
wealthiest and not for the average 
American worker, who has seen decade 
after decade of stagnant wages. This 
shouldn’t be surprising. Corporate prof-
its are at a record high right now, and 
we see wages at a record low. That is a 
fact. And to double down on what we 
know is not factual, that we know is 
not happening now—it is just a fan-
tasy. 

Corporations are making more 
money today than they have in over 80 
years, but the average worker’s wages 
are at their lowest point in six decades. 
This plan gives more wealth to cor-
porations and not direct tax relief to 
middle-class workers and low-income 
workers. 

We could have gotten rid of carried 
interest—something even the President 
of the United States talked about on 
the campaign trail—and targeted the 
child tax credit or the earned-income 
tax credit, but that is not what this 
plan does. This tax plan is a funda-
mental and costly misdiagnosis of the 
problems facing American workers 
across the country, and the right way 
to go about addressing them is not 
being done. 

So here is an idea: Instead of giving 
massive tax breaks to corporations and 
hoping it somehow gets to workers, 
let’s just give the money directly to 
workers by giving the lion’s share of 
this tax break to middle-class, work-
ing-class, and low-wage earners. This is 
not complicated. We don’t need some 
fancy system of hoping things will 
trickle down. Let’s cut out the cor-
porate middleman. That is a bill I 
would support. 

We should have been discussing in bi-
partisan meetings and hearings how we 
can empower American workers and 
the middle class, because the problem 
with the economy today is not that the 
rich are not getting richer, it is that 
middle-class workers are not seeing 

their wages grow. We should be dis-
cussing what we can do to break up 
this culture amongst financial institu-
tions across the country that 
prioritizes short-term returns over 
long-term worker investments, that is 
making CEO after CEO focus on stock 
buybacks that manipulate their stock 
prices up and increase their 
incentivized pay but are doing nothing 
for the corporation’s long-term 
strength or the workers who are on the 
frontlines doing the work and actually 
earning the profits. 

Right now, despite record profits, in-
vesting in the long-term success of 
their companies and employees 
through things like pay raises, path-
ways to promotion, innovation—that 
has become the exception in American 
society and not the rule for too many 
corporations. 

We have a problem, and this tax bill 
doesn’t address it. It will make it 
worse. 

There is no evidence that suggests 
that the Senate tax plan, which hands 
80 percent of that $1.5 trillion borrowed 
from the Chinese and other countries 
that own our Treasury bonds—80 per-
cent of that $1.5 trillion is going to cor-
porations and business owners and the 
top 0.1 percent of the wealthiest es-
tates. There is no evidence to suggest 
that this will somehow reverse the 
trend and increase wages for workers. 
This is insanity. This is folly. This is 
fiction being foisted upon the Amer-
ican people. 

Too many employers are failing to 
hold up their end of the bargain when 
it comes to fair wages, safe workplaces, 
and workforce investments, and now 
Republicans in Congress want to re-
ward them with $1 trillion and more. 
This is bad policy. This is unfair. This 
is bad faith. This is going to worsen the 
erosion of the American dream and the 
American bargain that people who play 
by the rules, who work hard, who sac-
rifice for their families can get ahead. 
It is not going to stop the trend of 
stagnating wages. It is not going to 
stop the trends of everything going up 
but our salaries. It is not going to be 
the change that we need. 

No matter how it is disguised, trick-
le-down economics doesn’t work, and 
Republicans’ attempts to camouflage it 
as tax reform is offensive and won’t 
work for American workers. We have 
proven that we are a country and a so-
ciety that can create wealth. We have 
that covered. What we haven’t proven 
and what this tax bill fails to do is to 
show that we can be a society that cre-
ates great wealth and great oppor-
tunity for all. 

We have gotten off the tracks from 
where we have been generations before. 
We have to get this train back moving 
in a direction that takes all of its 
cars—all of the American people—to 
the promised land where this country 
needs to be, must be, and was designed 
to be. This is the challenge before us 
right now—to stop a tax bill that will 
make our problems and the disturbing 
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trends worse and design one that is di-
rectly targeting middle-class Ameri-
cans, working-class Americans with en-
lightened policies that will help our 
Nation to be one that fulfills its prom-
ise and its dream. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

PERDUE). The Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, if I 

have time at the end of my remarks, I 
would like to yield to the distinguished 
Senator from Hawaii. I will try to be 
prompt. 

Soon, this Senate will take a historic 
vote that will impact every American. 
These votes do not come very often. 
The last was decades ago. I think we 
all understand—or at least most of us 
understand—how critical tax reform is. 
All of us in the Senate, on both sides of 
the aisle, are familiar with the burdens 
and the complexity and the lack of 
competitiveness associated with our 
current tax system. 

It is abundantly clear that this com-
plexity and our antiquated corporate 
tax system acts as a brake on our econ-
omy. It is equally clear that in recent 
years our economic growth rate—our 
gross domestic product—has been 
stuck at a historic low level of 1.9 per-
cent or less. 

There are many opinions as to why 
our economy has been so stagnant, 
causing American job loss, unemploy-
ment, and more reliance on govern-
ment programs. I want to underscore 
what the people of Kansas have told me 
repeatedly as to why, at least in part, 
this has happened. Small business own-
ers, manufacturers, our community 
bankers, other lending institutions, in-
dividual workers laid off or workers 
hanging on paycheck to paycheck, and 
virtually everybody in rural America— 
farmers, ranchers, and growers—at 
every townhall meeting have told me 
that the No. 1 issue of concern is the 
crushing weight of Federal regulation. 

That was summed up by one Western 
Kansas rancher who said: ‘‘Pat, I feel 
ruled, not governed.’’ 

But we are unwinding right now this 
regulatory overkill. Today we are mak-
ing government a partner, not a regu-
latory adversary. How on Earth did we 
reach this sad state of affairs? Well, 
there are many factors—administrative 
policies that seem to mimic or com-
pare to the European Union monetary 
policy, government agendas, and cen-
tral control. But with this tax bill that 
can change, and it will change if only 
we recognize and take this important 
opportunity—an opportunity that 
many Members in this body have never 
had to truly make a difference. This 
time we can. 

Can America get back to a place to 
make history and, once again, to expe-
rience the power of the American 
dream? 

I am confident that we can. We have 
before us now a comprehensive plan to 
address these issues, cleaning up and 
modernizing the Tax Code to help gen-
erate more growth in our economy. 

The bill before the Senate does exactly 
that, providing meaningful tax relief 
for families, small businesses, farmers, 
ranchers, and growers. I am especially 
pleased with the rates and bracket 
structure the legislation would put 
into place on the individual side. 

We have done a good job pushing 
these rate reductions down to lower 
and middle-income families. This 
would provide a net tax cut for families 
in Kansas of about $2,500 and over 10,000 
new jobs. 

As many have pointed out today, we 
accomplish this by reducing individual 
tax rates, raising the standard deduc-
tion, and increasing the child credits in 
the Tax Code. 

Let’s be clear, these are consensus, 
bipartisan ideas and proposals that 
many of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle have, in the past, at 
least—now not now, because of the leg-
islative standoff we have been going 
through—regularly proposed and sup-
ported. 

Let me also comment on concerns 
raised by some of my colleagues that 
we simply cannot afford this bill and 
that it will worsen the country’s finan-
cial condition. 

In putting this bill together, we have 
used very modest economic growth es-
timates, below the historic post-World 
War II norm of 3 percent. In fact, the 
Congressional Budget Office is cur-
rently projecting 1.9 percent growth 
over the next 10 years, and we learned 
today that the Joint Committee on 
Taxation says the Senate bill will cre-
ate only modest economic growth. 

Now, notwithstanding the fact that I 
have never seen a CBO or Joint Tax-
ation Committee projection that has 
been really accurate, I think these esti-
mates are far too low. It is hard to be-
lieve. It is simply unacceptable. 

I refuse to accept that we cannot re-
turn to a more robust economic 
growth. I think we will achieve better 
growth rates, and observe that we are 
well on our way. Recent economic ac-
tivity bears this out. 

The economy is now growing at a 
solid pace with low unemployment and 
low inflation. Real GDP growth during 
the first two quarters of the year aver-
aged 2.1 percent at an annual rate, and 
since January, the unemployment rate 
fell 0.6 percentage points to 4.2 percent 
in September. That is the lowest rate 
in about 16 years. Overall growth is 
poised to average about 3 percent over 
the second half of this year—3 percent 
in the second half of this year. 

While these are positive trends, my 
colleagues, we can do more. We need 
even stronger growth. Stronger growth 
leads to higher living standards, less 
dependence on governmental support, 
and a lower need for spending on enti-
tlement and other programs. 

How do we get there? We have a tax 
bill—a tax bill to maximize growth, to 
create jobs, and to increase wages. This 
is not what we have just heard from 
many on the other side—trickle-down 
economics or any other name that they 

want to call this. This is commonsense 
economics, which I have yet to see be 
refuted by any mainstream economist. 

Increase the supply of capital in the 
economy, and you expand the produc-
tivity of the economy. This result is 
more business investment, leading to 
worker productivity gains—workers 
who can then earn more, increase their 
after-tax income, and, in the end, raise 
their living standards. 

I want to turn to an essential sector 
of our national economy—agriculture, 
those who are responsible for feeding 
America in a troubled and hungry 
world. I am very pleased that the bill 
reflects the importance of production 
agriculture to our economy. It is im-
portant to keep in mind that few other 
sectors of the economy face the mul-
tiple uncertainties of production agri-
culture. We are talking about weather, 
storms, fires, volatility in our global 
commodity prices, trade disputes, and 
transportation issues, and the list goes 
on. 

When we pass this bill, the agri-
culture industry will have a number of 
provisions in the Tax Code that recog-
nize the uncertainty and the volatile 
nature of the income and expense asso-
ciated with agriculture operations. 

These provisions—and we are talking 
about 34, 35 of them at last count—in-
clude accounting rules that allow farm-
ers to manage their income and ex-
penses. 

For example, in the year when our 
commodity prices are low—and, yes, 
this year they are low—they can ac-
count for costs in a way that keeps 
them in operation. 

There are also specific inventory 
rules to help manage costs associated 
with the livestock and dairy operations 
and to handle items needed for other 
basic operations, such as fertilizer and 
also crop treatments. There are unique 
rules for timber operations. 

Now, if you want to get down into 
specifics and just how far we drill down 
to be of help to agriculture, even baby 
chickens have their own inventory 
rule—which, by the way, differs from 
the rules for ostriches and emus. I 
would imagine nobody would even 
think of drilling down to that extend. 

There are rules set for how to handle 
damaged stocks and livestock disas-
ters. They are certainly important as 
of today. I can tell you that these dis-
aster rules provided a critical boost to 
ranchers in my State, enabling them to 
begin to recover from the devastating 
prairie fires in Western Kansas earlier 
this year. 

Turning to the new provisions in the 
bill, we have developed it with agri-
culture in mind. I would be remiss here 
not to mention the strong input and 
advice I have received on these matters 
from Senator GRASSLEY, Senator 
THUNE, Senator SCOTT, and my other 
colleagues who also share a strong in-
terest in the agriculture economy. 

The bill, for example, liberalizes the 
depreciation rules for agriculture oper-
ations, giving farmers and ranchers 5- 
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year property depreciation, and per-
mitting full expensing of plant and 
equipment purchases. 

The bill would greatly improve the 
ability of the agricultural community 
to use the cash method of accounting, 
which provides complexity in man-
aging cash flow, which is essential to 
providing certainty in operations. 

There are significant provisions in 
the legislation that establish a new in-
come tax rate for passthrough organi-
zations. This is a very important issue 
for the agricultural community. The 
majority of farms and ranchers are set 
up as passthroughs, and most of the in-
come earned by farmers flow through 
these structures. 

The bill also includes new rules for 
farmer cooperatives, which are a very 
important part of production agri-
culture. We work very hard to ensure 
that the benefits of cooperative farm-
ing are held whole in this tax reform 
plan. 

The bill also doubles the exemptions 
for the estate and gift taxes up to $22 
million per couple. I know this sounds 
like a lot to some of my colleagues, but 
for landowning, cash-constrained farm-
ers, they can hit this exemption 
amount quickly, especially in my 
State of Kansas. Even when they do 
not, many farmers and ranchers spend 
thousands of dollars a year on lawyers 
and accountants’ fees to plan for the 
best way to pass their life’s work on to 
their children—something very special 
in rural and smalltown America. 

While I will continue to press for a 
permanent repeal of the death tax, for 
now, let’s modify it so we reduce its 
damaging reach. 

Finally, and above all, the legislation 
will provide farmers and ranchers with 
certainty during a very difficult time 
that we are going through, certainty 
that they will be not taxed out of busi-
ness on a down year, certainty that 
they will have cash available to fund 
their own operations, certainty that 
their hard-earned income, farm, or 
ranch will not have to be sold off just 
because someone has died, certainty 
that the Federal Government recog-
nizes their irreplaceable role in meet-
ing the challenges of a very fractured 
and hungry world. 

I am very pleased, to say the least, 
that the Senate bill keeps the ag tax 
provisions but will also help our farm-
ers by creating a much more pro- 
growth tax system, lowering their tax 
burden and simplifying the tax provi-
sions relating to the ag sector. 

We have an opportunity to experi-
ence a renaissance in our American 
economy. It seems to me that for too 
long we have had a sort of copycat kind 
of economic policy based on the Euro-
pean Union. We are talking about a lot 
of government control. We are talking 
about more taxes. We are talking about 
a lot of things that simply have en-
abled us to tread water. 

I know we are in a difficult time in 
the Senate with regard to partisan dif-
ferences. It reminds me a little bit of a 

country western song that obviously 
my staff would hope that I would not 
mention, but it was: ‘‘The bridge 
washed out, I can’t swim, and my 
baby’s on the other side.’’ 

Well, the bridge is not washed out, 
and the tax bill is on the other side, 
along with an American renaissance 
that will make America enjoy even 
more economic growth and get us back 
to that historic 3-percent growth rate 
and even more. That bridge is open. 

I urge my colleagues to consider it as 
we go forward in this debate. Hope-
fully, we have the votes. Then, if we 
have the votes—and I think we do— 
hopefully, some of my colleagues 
across the aisle will join us. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Hawaii. 
Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for up to 5 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, the Re-
publican tax plan we are debating 
today is a sham. It is a solution in 
search of a problem. 

The President and his allies in Con-
gress are bound and determined to give 
the richest people in our country and 
large corporations huge tax cuts that 
will magically trickle down to create a 
fantastic, incredible, wonderful econ-
omy. Why? Why do we even need this? 

Corporations and the richest 1 per-
cent of people in our country are doing 
just fine, thank you very much. They 
certainly don’t need any more goodies. 
Over the past 10 years, corporate prof-
its have grown exponentially. More 
wealth is concentrated in the hands of 
the top 1 percent than at any time 
since the Great Depression. 

Groups like the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce claim this bill will spur new 
investment and help workers. What 
world are they living in? 

Corporations have sheltered over $2.6 
trillion offshore to avoid paying taxes. 
This is money they could already be 
using to create jobs, build factories, or 
raise employee wages. It is not hap-
pening, and it will not happen. 

These people and corporations do not 
need more money and profits. On the 
other hand, middle-class families have 
been seeing stagnant wages for nearly 
20 years. Healthcare continues to be a 
political football, with the President 
sabotaging the Affordable Care Act and 
congressional efforts to repeal the 
healthcare law. The cost of a college 
education is increasingly out of the 
reach of middle-class families. 

The list goes on. 
Rather than crafting a tax plan that 

would actually help middle-class fami-
lies, Donald Trump and the Republican 
Party have decided to screw them over 
instead—all to give rich people and cor-
porations huge tax cuts they do not 
need. 

In Hawaii we have a word to describe 
what is happening here. The word is 
‘‘shibai’’ or B.S. 

We have had little time to debate the 
devastating impact of this massive bill, 
but even in the short amount of time 
we have had, it is clear how many of 
the major provisions in this bill would 
harm middle-class families. For exam-
ple, this bill eliminates the individual 
mandate for healthcare, which is just 
another way to repeal the Affordable 
Care Act. How many bites out of this 
repeal apple are the Republicans going 
to take? Thirteen million people will 
lose their health insurance. Premiums 
for everyone else will increase signifi-
cantly every year as a result of this yet 
another bite out of the ACA apple. Do 
they think these millions of people who 
will be hurt will not notice what is 
happening to them and their 
healthcare? I don’t think so. 

The devastating impact of this bill is 
not limited to the parts we have all 
heard about. The Republican tax scam 
has a number of obscure provisions 
that are already having or will cause 
real harm. 

The House bill, for example, elimi-
nates the ability of State and local 
governments to issue something called 
private activity bonds. This kind of 
bond is certainly not something you 
hear being discussed on ‘‘Morning Joe’’ 
or Wolf Blitzer, but they are critical to 
our communities. Through private ac-
tivity bonds, the Federal Government 
allows State and local governments to 
issue tax-exempt bonds to finance cer-
tain kinds of projects that help our 
communities. State and local govern-
ments routinely issue these kinds of 
bonds to construct schools, hospitals, 
et cetera. 

Although this bill hasn’t even passed 
Congress yet, it is already having a 
devastating impact. Let me give a con-
crete example. Residents of West Maui 
have been waiting for a hospital for 
decades. Right now, on their side of the 
island, if there is a medical emergency, 
the only way an ambulance can get to 
West Maui to Maui Memorial—the is-
land’s only hospital—is on a two-lane 
highway. One lane winds around the 
side of a cliff, making it susceptible to 
falling rocks and flash floods. The 
other lane is being eaten away by 
coastal erosion. So on a normal day, 
when nothing goes wrong, it will take 
over an hour to reach Maui Memorial 
from West Maui, but if there is traffic 
or an accident on the highway, you can 
forget about it. For serious injuries, 
even an hour is too long to wait for 
lifesaving medical care. 

Construction of the West Maui Med-
ical Center is clearly important and 
needed. When the project is completed, 
West Maui will have, for the first time, 
a dedicated emergency room and will 
offer essential surgical and radiological 
services. It will save lives. Although 
initial work on this project has begun, 
construction has stalled. Why? Because 
the financing for the project is being 
held up out of fear that Republicans in 
Congress will eliminate the private ac-
tivity bonds this project needs for com-
pletion. 
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Other hospitals in Hawaii have used 

these kinds of activity bonds. 
Kapiolani Medical Center for Women 
and Children in Hawaii that offers pre-
natal care and services for women has 
expanded their facilities and their abil-
ity to treat literally thousands of new 
people. 

I have visited this hospital. I have 
heard from them. They cannot under-
stand why Donald Trump and his Re-
publican allies in Congress could, in 
good conscience, cut a program that 
saves lives, all to finance tax cuts—not 
needed—for the richest people and cor-
porations in our country. 

The theory, certainly not reality, is 
that these huge tax cuts will magically 
trickle down to create a fantastic, in-
credible, tremendous economy. The 
fact that this theory has been thor-
oughly discredited and in reality shown 
to be false is of little concern to them. 

What exactly, then, is the problem 
this bill is supposed to address? 

Over the past 10 years, corporate 
profits have grown exponentially. This 
bill eliminates the State and local tax 
deduction that thousands of taxpayers 
in Hawaii count on. These tax give-
aways to the rich will force States to 
make huge and painful cuts to public 
education, essential social services, 
and infrastructure investment. 

When the project is completed, West 
Maui will have a dedicated emergency 
room and will offer essential surgical 
and radiological services. It will save 
lives. 

Brian Hoyle, the president of New-
port Hospital Corporation, which is 
building the West Maui Hospital, said, 
‘‘We’re waiting to see what Congress 
does. All of the health care community 
does not like this bill. It’s a very bad 
bill for the state of Hawaii.’’ 

Other hospitals across Hawaii have 
used private activity bonds to finance 
much-needed expansions of service. 

With the help of private activity 
bonds, Kapiolani Medical Center for 
Women and Children in Honolulu re-
cently finished construction on its Dia-
mond Head Tower, which houses some 
of the hospital’s most important neo-
natal functions. 

Last year, I visited the new 40,000- 
square-foot Neonatal Intensive Care 
Unit, NICU. The NICU is five times 
larger than its former facility and can 
better serve the more than 1,000 of the 
most vulnerable babies born at the hos-
pital every year. 

In only a few days, Kapiolani will 
open its new emergency room, which is 
twice the size of its old one, to the 
nearly 125 patients who come through 
their doors every day. 

I heard from Michael Robinson, 
Kapiolani’s vice president of govern-
ment relations and community affairs, 
on how private activity bonds could lit-
erally mean the difference between life 
and death for Hawaii residents. 

He wrote to me, saying: 
Private activity bonds were critical in the 

construction of Kapiolani Medical Center’s 
Diamond Head Tower, enabling us to expand 

our bed capacity and meet the needs of the 
most critically ill children and their families 
throughout Hawaii. 

It’s difficult to understand why Congress is 
considering eliminating private activity 
bonds when this method of financing has 
been essential in providing non-profit hos-
pitals the resources to provide care to the 
patients they serve. 

As Michael said, it is hard to under-
stand how Donald Trump and his Re-
publican allies in Congress could in 
good conscience cut a program that 
saves lives to finance tax cuts for the 
wealthy and corporations. 

If this bill passes before the end of 
this calendar year, it could trigger $136 
billion in mandatory cuts to essential 
programs, including $25 billion in cuts 
to Medicare. Senator BOOKER, Senator 
MURRAY, and I have submitted an 
amendment that would automatically 
undo the corporate tax cut if these cuts 
to Medicare happen. 

If we are serious about a tax plan 
that will truly help middle-class fami-
lies in a meaningful way, we need to 
kill this terrible bill and start over. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for 5 min-
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, today 
we are debating legislation that will 
dramatically reshape the American 
economy. It was written, and continues 
to be rewritten, in secret by only one 
party. 

It didn’t have to be this way. Done 
right, this process could have had 
broad bipartisan support. We could 
have passed tax legislation that is fair, 
simpler, and fiscally responsible. We 
could have passed tax legislation that 
is truly focused on middle-class fami-
lies and raising their wages. Instead, 
we have a bill that fails dramatically 
on every single one of these principles. 

This bill fails in so many different 
ways that I think it is helpful for us to 
talk about each myth that is being 
told. First, let’s dispense with the 
myth that this is a middle-class tax 
cut. The bill makes dramatic, perma-
nent cuts to corporate taxes while 
making very small, temporary changes 
to the taxes middle-class families pay. 
According to the Joint Committee on 
Taxation, for many working families, 
the tax changes are less than $100 per 
year or, more simply put, about $2 a 
week. That is not a middle-class tax 
cut. That is a myth. 

The second myth we hear is that cor-
porate tax cuts in the bill will trickle 
down and raise wages for average work-
ers. If that were true, we would prob-
ably hear some of the CEOs delivering 
the good news to their hard-working 
employees, but it is not. It is not true. 
It is a myth. We know this because the 
CEOs themselves are telling us what 
they will do. Yes, they are actually 
telling us—and it isn’t raising wages. 
They have been clear. They are going 

to use the money this bill gives them 
to buy back shares of their own com-
pany’s stock, and they are going to in-
crease payments to wealthy share-
holders. 

CEOs are telling the White House 
this directly. At a November 14 CEO 
gathering, Gary Cohn, the White 
House’s top economic adviser, was in a 
room full of executives that were asked 
what they would do with the money 
from the tax cuts. Would they put it 
back into their business? Would they 
grow their business? Would they in-
crease wages? Only a couple of hands 
went up in a very large room. 

Their hands weren’t up because they 
have no reason to lie. Their intentions 
have always been clear. They are going 
to take the money this tax bill hands 
them and reward their executives and 
their wealthy shareholders. 

Again, we know this is going to hap-
pen because CEOs are telling us—and 
the bill keeps getting worse. We are 
hearing this myth that these tax cuts 
will pay for themselves. Well, they will 
not. After years of telling the Amer-
ican public how important it is to ad-
dress the debt and deficit, my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are now going to pass a bill that dra-
matically increases deficits. 

Nonpartisan analysis shows that this 
bill will inject $1.5 trillion of new 
debt—debt my Republican colleagues 
should be prepared to accept as their 
own creation if this bill passes—and 
$1.5 trillion in new debt for our chil-
dren is not fiscally conservative, it is 
fiscally irresponsible. 

It didn’t need to be this way. We 
could work together to build a tax code 
that lets working families in Michigan 
keep more of their hard-earned money, 
levels the playing field for our small 
businesses, and keeps good jobs in the 
United States. Michiganders and all 
Americans deserve a tax code that is 
fair, simpler, and more responsible, not 
more multinational corporate give-
aways and massive new debt. 

This bill clearly fails on all of these 
points, and I urge my colleagues to 
vote no. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for 1 
minute before the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, this mo-
tion is pretty simple. If corporations 
get a windfall because of a corporate 
tax break, the workers should benefit 
as well. Worker wages should go up. 

Let me read directly from the motion 
itself. We want to ensure that ‘‘any tax 
windfall to profitable corporations . . . 
goes to . . . worker wages.’’ Aggregate 
worker wages would increase by an 
amount equal to the increases in exec-
utive compensation, stock buy backs, 
and dividends to shareholders. 

It is that simple. 
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I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. I wish to thank 

my colleagues for their support: Sen-
ators STABENOW, WHITEHOUSE, VAN 
HOLLEN, UDALL, and BALDWIN. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the Casey 
motion to commit. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 51, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 287 Leg.] 
YEAS—48 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—51 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

McCain 

The motion was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming. 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, on behalf of 

the majority leader, I ask unanimous 
consent that Senator KING now be rec-
ognized to offer a motion to commit, 
which is at the desk; that the time 
until 4 p.m. be equally divided in the 
usual form for debate on the motion; 
that at 4 p.m., the Senate vote in rela-
tion to the motion with no intervening 
action or debate. I further ask that fol-
lowing disposition of the motion, the 
majority leader or his designee be rec-
ognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Maine. 

MOTION TO COMMIT 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have a 

motion at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. KING] moves 
to commit the bill H.R. 1 to the Committee 
on Finance with instructions to report the 
same back to the Senate in 3 days, not 
counting any day on which the Senate is not 
in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) cause the bill to not increase the deficit 
for the period of fiscal years 2018 through 
2027. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
until 4 p.m. will be equally divided for 
debate on the motion. 

The Senator from Louisiana. 
HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
AIRMAN MATTHEW CHIALASTRI 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a short break from talking 
about the tax bill to talking about 
something equally as important and 
much more poignant. 

I will first recognize and honor fellow 
Americans serving overseas in our 
military—men and women dedicating 
their time and effort to keep our coun-
try safe. Working far from home and 
often in danger, every day they risk 
their lives to defend our freedoms. 

Today, I will talk about one in par-
ticular, U.S. Naval Airman Matthew 
Chialastri, who not only risked his life 
but gave his life. 

Matthew was born and raised in Lou-
isiana. He graduated as the valedic-
torian from Woodlawn High School in 
Baton Rouge, class of 2013. There, he 
was a member of the JROTC Program, 
and after graduating, he chose to enlist 
in the Navy. 

After completing his training, he 
began his Active-Duty service with Pa-
trol Squadron 30, a P–8 training squad-
ron. Then he served aboard the aircraft 
carrier USS America, from December 
2015 to October of this year. He was 
then sent to Commander Fleet Activi-
ties in Japan to begin preparing to join 
the USS Ronald Reagan. During the 
course of his service, he earned the Na-
tional Defense Ribbon and the Navy 
Battle ‘‘E’’ Ribbon. 

Sadly, on November 22, during a 
transport flight to the USS Ronald 
Reagan, Matthew’s cargo plane was 
forced to make an emergency landing 
in the Philippine Sea. Eight survived. 
Three did not. Matthew and two of his 
fellow Navy servicemen lost their lives 
in service to our country. 

This is a terrible tragedy. Our hearts 
go out to Matthew’s family—his moth-
er, Marty, and father, Phillip, his fel-
low sailors, and his friends in Lou-
isiana. We grieve with them. 

As one of his former high school 
classmates said, Matthew could have 
had any scholarship he ever wanted to 
any school. He could have gone any-
where he wanted. He just believed that 
serving our country was first. That was 
his everything. Others who knew him 
described Matthew as smart, dedicated, 
and a strong leader. They said he could 
always make those around him laugh 
with his dry sense of humor and smile. 

As Americans, we mourn the loss of 
Naval Airman Matthew Chialastri. As 
folks from Louisiana, we mourn the 
loss of one of our own, but we honor his 
memory and the example he set for 
those of us who benefited from his will-
ingness to sacrifice. We thank him for 
choosing to serve, for his sacrifice. We 
are forever grateful. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
MOTION TO COMMIT 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I called my 
motion up that is now on the floor of 
the U.S. Senate. It is a very simple 
one. It may be one of the most 
straightforward, short motions to be 
offered in the course of this debate. 
The motion is very simple. It refers 
this bill back to the committee with 
instructions to bring back a bill which 
is deficit-neutral. I believe that can be 
done, and I think it can be done in a 
very short period of time. I think it is 
important, and I am going to outline 
why. 

Before I get to that, I will mention 
that Senators TESTER, WHITEHOUSE, 
HARRIS, VAN HOLLEN, KAINE, WARNER, 
BENNET, UDALL, HEITKAMP, MANCHIN, 
COONS, FEINSTEIN, and DONNELLY are 
all announced supporters of this mo-
tion. I offer my thanks and apprecia-
tion to them for their assistance. 

Again, the motion is very simple. Re-
commit the bill. Have the committee 
work it once more, and come back to 
the Senate floor with a bill that does 
not bust the deficit. 

This is one of the most important 
votes any of us will take in this body. 
I think it may be the most important. 
This is a bill that will affect America 
and Americans for a generation. If past 
history is any guide, this will be the 
major tax reform bill for the next 20 to 
30 years. It will affect every business, 
every citizen, and our entire economy. 
The stakes, in other words, are incred-
ibly high, and it is my assumption that 
when the stakes are high, the bar for 
the process will also be high. If you are 
doing something with such enormous 
ramifications, it is common sense that 
you take a great deal of care to thor-
oughly understand the provisions of 
the bill, its implications, its impacts, 
its possible unintended consequences 
and be as careful as possible in order to 
determine how this bill will affect our 
country and our economy. 

Instead, we have the worst possible 
process. In other words, we have the 
highest stakes and the lowest process. 
It is the worst process, I think, I have 
ever seen in a public body. The Bangor 
City Council would not amend the 
leash law using this process. We are 
talking about one of the most impor-
tant bills that any of us will ever vote 
on that has had zero hearings before 
the U.S. Senate. It has had no input 
from the citizenry, no input from out-
side the community of this body—in 
fact, outside the committee that has 
brought the bill to the floor. There has 
been no outside expert analysis. There 
are bound to be mistakes in this bill. 
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In fact, I have a new rule I am pro-

posing today. I am calling it, modestly, 
King’s law. King’s law is: The faster a 
bill goes through this body, the worse 
it will be. That is what we are talking 
about today. We are talking about 
bringing something through the U.S. 
Senate—supposedly the world’s most 
deliberative body—with little or no de-
liberation, and the impacts are going 
to be enormous. I just believe we can 
slow down and do this right. 

The last time there was major tax re-
form in this country was 1986. It is very 
instructive to look back and watch and 
look and see how they did it. 

No. 1, it was bipartisan from the be-
ginning, and the Senate Finance Com-
mittee had 33 hearings on the bill—33 
as compared to 0. Have we really fallen 
that far in this institution that we can-
not even have a series of hearings to 
understand what it is we are doing? It 
took 10 months to consider that bill, 
come to a conclusion, and have a vote 
on the Senate floor—10 months. We are 
talking about a matter of days for the 
consideration of this bill. The final 
point about the 1986 bill is that it had 
passed the Senate with 90 votes. 

That could happen here. Two days 
ago, I was on a stage with 16 col-
leagues—Members of the Democratic 
caucus—all of whom were prepared, 
ready, anxious, and able to support tax 
reform, including cutting the corporate 
tax rate to make our businesses more 
competitive, but there has been no 
process to let them in, to allow them 
to talk. 

The point I am trying to make here 
is, the vote we take tonight or tomor-
row morning—or whenever it is—does 
not have to be the end of this process. 
It can be the beginning of a real proc-
ess, which is what it should be. 

Now, one of my concerns—there are a 
lot of problems with this bill, but the 
concern I want to focus on today and is 
the background of my amendment 
which recommits and asks that the 
committee come back with a deficit- 
neutral bill—is the debt and deficit 
itself. 

This is a chart that should strike 
fear into the heart of every American. 
This is basically the history of our na-
tional debt as a percentage of the gross 
domestic product. This isn’t dollars be-
cause that can be misleading. Dollars, 
of course, are worth less now than they 
were in 1930 or in 1850. 

This is a percentage of the gross do-
mestic product. It started back in 1790, 
when the early Americans were paying 
off the debt from the Revolutionary 
War. If you will notice, there is a pat-
tern here that stops right here. The 
pattern is, when we get into major ca-
tastrophes, including wars, that is 
when we have to borrow money, and 
that is what we did. Here is the Civil 
War, but it was paid down in 1910. Then 
there was World War I—another huge 
expenditure. This is why you preserve 
your borrowing power for when you ac-
tually need it. Then there was World 
War II. Now, this line that goes down 

right here is of the ‘‘greatest genera-
tion.’’ The ‘‘greatest generation’’ not 
only fought World War II, but they 
paid for it. They paid down the debt, 
and it goes down into the 1970s. Then 
we have a bump up and then down. 

Look at where we are headed. We are 
headed to a place where we are not 
going to be able to sustain this debt. 
Everybody knows that. Yet the bill we 
are voting on today expands the deficit 
by somewhere between a half trillion 
dollars and two and a half trillion dol-
lars, depending upon how it is all sort-
ed out. Of course, there is a little bit of 
fake bookkeeping, where the personal 
changes to the Tax Code expire in order 
to not bump up the cost within the 
budget window, but everybody knows, 
and the people in the majority who are 
supporting this bill are winking and 
nodding and saying: Of course, those 
will be extended. You cannot have it 
both ways. You cannot say they are 
going to be extended and take credit 
for that and then turn around and say 
but don’t worry about the deficit. 

This is the ‘‘greatest generation.’’ 
This is the ‘‘me too’’ generation that is 
not paying for things, and it is shame-
ful. It is going to come back to haunt 
us. Here is why. 

We are now in a kind of ‘‘Alice in 
Wonderland’’ of interest rates—the 
lowest interest rates that we have had 
in my lifetime. Around 2 percent is 
what we are paying on our Federal 
debt. The problem is, the average for 
interest rates on our Federal debt over 
the last 50 years has been about 5.5 per-
cent. It is a really easy calculation 
when the debt is $20 trillion, for 1 per-
cent on the debt is $200 billion a year. 
If you go to 5.5 percent, just interest on 
the debt is $1.1 trillion. Now, if that 
number rings a bell for anyone in this 
room, that is because that is the size of 
the entire current Federal discre-
tionary budget, defense and non-
defense—$1.1 trillion just in interest. 
Interest rates are already starting to 
creep up. This is not an abstract fear; 
this is a high likelihood. 

I have been around public life and 
politics for a long time, and I have 
heard a lot about deficits. People have 
been concerned about deficits until 
today. The deficit doesn’t seem to be a 
big deal anymore. I predict that after 
this bill passes, within a couple of 
years when the deficits start to mount 
up, the same people who are voting for 
this bill today are going to say: Oh, my 
goodness. We have these huge deficits. 
What are we going to do? I think we 
have to cut entitlements; we have to 
cut Social Security; we have to cut 
Medicare; and, certainly, we have to 
cut all of those domestic programs. I 
do not think that is right. 

We had a hearing this morning in the 
Armed Services Committee with a 
group of people who were talking about 
our national defense strategy. Vir-
tually everyone at that table—I think 
there were five or six—agreed that the 
cost of rebuilding our defense capa-
bility over the next 10 years will be 

about $1 trillion. That is over and 
above the current defense budget. We 
are talking about an additional $1 tril-
lion. That happens to be the amount 
that this tax bill will suck out of the 
revenues of this country and be un-
available for any purpose, including de-
fense. 

Those who are concerned in this body 
about national security should be very 
concerned about this bill. I believe it 
will make it impossible to do the kind 
of restoration of the national security 
apparatus in this country that is nec-
essary because we are not going to 
have the money. 

What we are doing is simply bor-
rowing money from our children to 
give ourselves tax cuts. That is really 
the essence of what is going on here. If 
we were cutting taxes on a revenue- 
neutral basis, that would make sense. I 
think you could make an argument for 
broadening the base and lowering the 
rates. All of those kinds of things could 
be done, and you could get the stimula-
tive effect. Instead, all we are doing is 
shifting the tax to our kids. If you are 
already in a deficit situation and you 
cut taxes further, it makes a hole. You 
fill the hole with borrowed money, and 
that borrowed money is going to have 
to be paid back by these young people 
who are sitting in this room today. 

If 5-year-olds knew what we were 
doing and could vote, none of us would 
have jobs because we are spending their 
money. It is as if you are lying on your 
deathbed, you call your children over 
to hear your last words, and your last 
words are: Here is the credit card. We 
had a great vacation, your mother and 
I. You pay the bill. That is what we are 
doing. It is wrong. It is unethical. We 
are passing the bill on to our children. 

I know that the purpose is to stimu-
late economic growth, and I am all for 
it. I believe, and said earlier on, that I 
can see where a reduction of corporate 
tax rates and offshore rates is called 
for to make us competitive in the 
world economy, but the idea that these 
tax cuts are going to pay for them-
selves—it has never happened. It has 
never happened. It hasn’t happened. It 
didn’t happen with the Bush tax cuts. 
It hasn’t happened in Kansas. It just 
hasn’t happened. 

We are talking about a dramatic in-
crease in the Federal deficit on top of 
what is already coming. That is what is 
really bothersome about this. We can’t 
talk about this bill in isolation with-
out acknowledging we are already 
spending half a trillion dollars per year 
more than we are taking in—in rel-
atively good times. These are the times 
when we should be paying back this 
debt, not making it worse. 

No rational business would be taking 
on debt when they are doing well. 
When you are doing well, you pay down 
your debt, and then you have a reserve 
for when you need it. We have no re-
serve. We are using up our cushion. We 
are using up whatever cushion we 
might need for disasters, for some kind 
of, heaven forbid, conflict, or simply 
for a recession. 
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This is an incredibly destructive bill, 

and it doesn’t have to be that way. It 
doesn’t have to be that way. 

This is a place where I believe we can 
work together. This isn’t a yes-or-no 
issue. I understand the healthcare de-
bate was a yes-or-no issue: Do you 
want to repeal the Affordable Care Act 
or not? Yes or no? This, however, is 
about numbers. Should the corporate 
rate be 25, 22, 28, or 20? Or how do we 
deal with the AMT or the estate tax or 
the personal exemption? All of those 
dials can be changed in order to 
achieve a targeted growth, which is 
what we all want. I realize growth is 
the best way to solve this problem 
without, at the same time, exacer-
bating this really serious deficit prob-
lem that we are headed into. 

There are provisions of this bill that 
have nothing to do with economic 
growth. The estate tax—what does that 
have to do with it? Eliminating the 
AMT—what does that have to do with 
economic growth? There are provisions 
in this bill that don’t meet the theory 
of the bill, yet significantly aggravate 
its fiscal effect. 

My motion is straightforward: Re-
commit the bill and come back with a 
deficit-neutral bill, which I think can 
be done. It wouldn’t take a month. We 
can have some hearings that will give 
us some information about what the 
impacts of this bill will be, and we will 
have a much better bill. It will be a bi-
partisan bill, and we can meet the re-
sponsibilities we have to the American 
people. I believe we owe the people no 
less. 

As I said at the beginning, there will 
be no more important bill we can vote 
on in this body in our careers, and we 
owe it to the American people to, No. 1, 
understand fully what we are voting on 
and, No. 2, to do it in the most careful 
possible way to be the most targeted 
and most effective and most respon-
sible change that we can make in order 
to help our economy and also to help 
all the people of this country. 

There are many other issues with the 
bill, but I chose today to focus my re-
marks and also my motion on the ef-
fects on the deficit because I think it is 
one of the most long-term threats. In 
fact, the former head of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff said that the national 
debt is the most serious threat to our 
national security in the long run, and 
to aggravate it unnecessarily, as this 
bill would do, I think is irresponsible. 

We can do better, I am sure, if we 
will slow down, listen to one another, 
and do what the American people ex-
pect of us. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-

SIDY). The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I thank 

the Senator from Massachusetts for his 
kind courtesy in agreeing to let me 
take 2 minutes to reply to my friend 
and colleague from Maine. 

If this legislation is signed into law, 
we are going to have a smaller deficit 

in future years than we are on a path 
to have now, and I want to explain 
why. Fundamentally, I think most of 
us agree that tax reform done properly 
generates more economic growth than 
a terrible tax code. The right incen-
tives lead to stronger growth. This is 
not a simple tax cut; this is a complete 
overhaul. 

We have $5.5 trillion worth of tax re-
ductions, mostly offset with $4.1 tril-
lion of base broadeners. It is a net of 
about $1.4 trillion. The effect is to fun-
damentally change the incentives—in-
centives to invest, buy new capital 
equipment, bring money back from 
overseas, start new businesses. They 
are powerful. 

The question becomes this: How 
much more economic growth do we 
need to generate in order to have addi-
tional Federal revenue that will offset 
the static score at which this bill is 
scored? 

We know the answer to that; Joint 
Tax has given us the answer to that. 
What we need is a mere four-tenths of 
1 percent of extra economic growth on 
average over the next 10 years. If we 
get that—less than one-half of 1 per-
cent of economic growth—then we will 
fully fill in this hole and, relative to 
current policy, have a smaller deficit 
than we are on track for. We are talk-
ing about going from 1.9 percent eco-
nomic growth, which is the current 
CBO’s term projection, to 2.3. This year 
we are running at 3 percent, even be-
fore we do this. 

I strongly urge my colleagues: If we 
pass this—if you care as much as I 
know the Senator from Maine does 
about our budget situation, if you care 
about our deficits, if you would like to 
have smaller deficits and less debt, 
pass this legislation. Let’s have the 
economic growth that is going to 
swamp this really modest score as a 
percentage of the revenue that we are 
forecasted to take in. 

Again, I thank the Senator from 
Massachusetts for his kind courtesy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARKEY. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

Mr. President, I rise in support of the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. He 
is sitting right at the heart of this 
issue, and that is that this is nothing 
more than a con game by the Repub-
licans to give tax breaks to the 
wealthiest people and the wealthiest 
corporations in America and then, ulti-
mately, to wind up with a huge addi-
tion to the Federal deficit. 

I thought I would take this time just 
to explain to the American public what 
this whole concept of a reconciliation 
process is. It sounds like a very fancy 
word, ‘‘reconciliation.’’ What does it 
mean, though, in the legislative con-
text? 

You have to take it for what it is, 
and the key part of the words ‘‘rec-
onciliation plan,’’ when we are dealing 
with the Republicans, is the word 
‘‘con’’ because the whole thing is a con 

job that they are trying to pull on the 
American people. 

Step No. 1 is for them to argue that 
they are going to give huge tax breaks 
to the wealthiest corporations and the 
wealthiest individuals in America. The 
vast, overwhelming percentage of it 
goes to them. Pennies on the dollar go 
to average working families as tax 
breaks. 

Then they begin to argue that there 
is going to be a huge increase in eco-
nomic growth in the United States, al-
though they made the same argument 
in 1981 with the Reagan tax breaks, and 
it turned out it exploded the deficits. 
Then they made the same argument 
with the Bush tax breaks, and it ex-
ploded the Federal deficit. The eco-
nomic growth, which they said was 
going to happen, never happened. Now 
they are just bringing it all back 
again—deja vu all over again—hoping 
that everyone will just buy the same, 
exact, now-debunked economic argu-
ment for the third time in our history. 

So the key is, first, we provide the 
tax giveaways to the wealthiest—the 
wealthy corporations. That then re-
sults in exploding deficits. Then they 
say: Well, there may be some additions 
to it, but that is just a side impact. 
That is where they are extremely de-
ceptive because, in fact, that is a fea-
ture of their tax breaks. A feature of 
their tax breaks is to create exploding 
deficits. How do we know that? Well, 
because the Republicans have already 
called for, in their budget, cuts in 
Medicare and Medicaid. They have al-
ready called for a $450 billion cut in 
Medicare. They have already called for 
a $1 trillion cut in Medicaid. 

The beauty of the Republican plan, 
to give all of these huge tax breaks to 
the wealthiest in America, is that it 
creates such a huge deficit that their 
elephant symbol is shedding crocodile 
tears about how big the deficit is going 
to become. Of course, that will be next 
year, when they are shocked at how 
needed it is to cut Medicare and Med-
icaid. But they have already given us 
the preview of coming attractions by 
putting it in their budget this year. 
This reconciliation game, this con job, 
tries to separate the tax breaks for the 
wealthiest from their brutal, vicious 
cuts to programs for the poorest, the 
sickest, the elderly, the neediest in our 
country. That is the game. That is the 
con game, the reconciliation game that 
they are playing with the American 
public. By trying to divide this story 
line, they seek to have it sneak 
through without any full under-
standing of the ramifications for the 
American people or the implications 
for their families. 

Make no mistake about it, as they 
give the tax giveaways to the wealthi-
est, that will result in exploding defi-
cits, which will result in the Repub-
licans, once again, really caring about 
deficits. I will tell you an amazing 
thing about the Republican Party. 
They care passionately, deeply, about 
deficits when the Democrats are in 
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charge. But when they are in charge, 
oh no, oh no. Do they care about defi-
cits? Somehow they can turn a blind 
eye to their own actions, which lead to 
exploding deficits. There it is, ladies 
and gentlemen, the tribute that hypoc-
risy has to pay for virtue. 

They have to say the right things 
about investment. They have to say 
that this will not lead to exploding ad-
ditional debt for our country. But 
every single economic analysis of this 
bill, going back to the 1981 tax breaks, 
shows it is all the same play—a Trojan 
horse to give tax breaks to the wealthi-
est people in our country. That is what 
David Stockman actually said in 1985, 
in his famous book, ‘‘The Triumph of 
Politics.’’ When he looked back at the 
1981 huge tax break for corporations 
and the wealthy, he said that actually 
the whole thing was a Trojan horse to 
get tax breaks for the upper 1 per-
centile. He was honest about it. 

He also said another thing. He also 
said that ultimately the Republicans 
didn’t have the nerve then to cut their 
own special projects or to stop advo-
cating for massive increases in defense 
spending, which runs totally contrary 
to their ostensible goal of reducing the 
debt. So we are going to hear that. We 
are going to hear that. We are going to 
hear a request from Republicans for a 
massive increase in defense spending, 
along with their massive cuts in taxes, 
as though somehow or other they can 
get a balanced budget out of that. 

You don’t have to be an accountant 
or an expert on budgetary matters to 
figure out that does not add up—unless, 
ladies and gentlemen, they are going to 
cut Medicare, unless they are going to 
cut Medicaid, unless they are coming 
back for it again. If you kick them in 
the heart, you are going to break your 
toe. 

That is what this is all about—giving 
away trillions of dollars to the wealthi-
est to create pressure on the programs 
for the poorest, for the sickest, for 
those most in need in nursing homes in 
our country. That is what it is all 
about, and, to boot, in order to get 
votes for their bill, they then say to 
their own Members: We are going to 
allow the oil industry to drill in the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge—this 
pristine Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge—for oil, even as just 2 years ago 
they had advocated for lifting the ban 
on the exportation of oil from our 
country that had been on the books for 
40 years and even as we still import 3 
million barrels of oil a day from OPEC. 
We are now exporting 1 million barrels 
of oil a day from our country. Where 
are they going to get it so they can 
send it out of the country to China? 
They are going to go to the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, this pristine 
place. 

So here is where the oil companies 
are right now. They are going to get 
huge tax breaks out of this bill. And in 
order to get even more votes on their 
side, they are going to allow for drill-
ing in a pristine Arctic wildlife refuge. 

In both cases, what is happening is 
that the next generation of Americans, 
regular Americans, is the one that is 
getting shortchanged. A despoliation of 
our environment, tax breaks that put 
inextricable, inevitable pressure on the 
social programs that go right to the 
heart of the safety net to protect ordi-
nary family in our country—it is a con 
game, ladies and gentleman. It is a rec-
onciliation con game that they are try-
ing to play out here, and they do it 
time after time to kind of hide their 
real agenda. 

All I can say is that what the Sen-
ator from Maine is proposing is for 
there to be just a little bit of honesty 
in terms of what the real agenda is 
here, and what his motion calls for is 
for the Finance Committee to ensure 
that there is no increase in the deficit 
in the bill we are going to vote on on 
the floor. But that will never pass be-
cause the Republicans have a con game 
going. All of a sudden, they don’t care 
about deficits anymore. They don’t 
care about debt. They don’t care about 
the pressure that is going to be put on 
ordinary families. Who will be paying 
back this debt? Well, disproportion-
ately, it is going to be the regular fam-
ilies in the country. They will be pay-
ing back that debt for the rest of their 
lives, and the debt is caused by giving 
tax breaks to the wealthiest. And to 
boot, it will then be the programs for 
those ordinary families that get 
slashed in order to pay for it because 
that is what is coming out here on the 
floor of the Senate in the very near fu-
ture, this not-so-secret plan to actually 
fulfill their promise to the donor class 
of the Republican Party. They have a 
sacred duty that they have pledged to 
their donor class to get them these tax 
breaks and to do so at the expense of 
Medicare and Medicaid. That is the 
simple deal here. That is the con job 
they are trying to perpetrate upon the 
American people. 

That is why this vote is one of the 
most important votes in the history of 
the United States of America. There 
are no votes that are bigger than this. 
It goes right to the shape of capitalism. 
They are seeking to reshape capitalism 
as we know it—who gets the incentives 
to be productive in our society and who 
then has to pay for those incentives 
that are being created. 

So, ladies and gentlemen, this mo-
mentous, historic moment is some-
thing that I hope every American re-
flects upon as we head into next year 
because the next stage is their all-out 
assault on Medicare and Medicaid and 
probably Social Security as well, if 
they are ever going to fulfill their com-
mitment to their Republican base. 

I thank the Senator from Maine for 
making this motion. I think it goes 
right to the heart of the debate that we 
need to have in this country. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the time on 

the King motion be extended until 4:30 
p.m. today, with all other provisions of 
the previous consent remaining in ef-
fect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, as an 

outsider to this process in this body, 
when we get to a major issue like this, 
I really become very troubled. What we 
are trying to do today is historic. What 
we have been trying to do all year— 
this process has been under debate all 
year—is historic. I agree with my col-
leagues across the aisle, but I am going 
to use another word, a six-letter word, 
that I believe characterizes it the best. 

We absolutely have a debt crisis. 
There is no doubt about it. In the year 
2000, the last year under President 
Clinton, this country had a $6 trillion 
Federal U.S. debt. At the end of George 
Bush’s Presidency, we had a $10 trillion 
debt. Now, at the end of President 
Obama’s administration—we added $10 
trillion to the debt, such that today we 
end up with $20 trillion of debt on 
about a $19 to $20 trillion economy. 
Now, Mr. President, there are countries 
under World Bank fiscal watch that 
have stronger balance sheets than we 
do today. 

My concern is this. It is that both 
sides fight each other over this issue 
depending on who is in the White 
House and who has the majority in this 
body. The American people are fed up 
with it. 

But I have to say that this bill, what 
we are talking about doing today, is a 
con on the American people. Let’s talk 
about what a con is. 

Over the last 100 years, we have had 
three political supermajorities. That is 
where one party or the other has a 60- 
vote majority in this body, where they 
can do basically what they want. Sixty 
times they have had that—I am sorry. 
We have had three of those in the last 
100 years, all Democratic. The first 
gave us the New Deal; the second, the 
Great Society; and the third, Dodd- 
Frank and ObamaCare. 

Now, I am just a simple business guy, 
Mr. President. I have run small busi-
nesses. I started working on an hourly 
wage. I worked my way through col-
lege. I ended up running a pretty big 
company. So my point here is that I 
can lay at the feet of those three super-
majorities most of the responsibility 
for this financial catastrophe we have 
in the United States. It is a full-blown 
crisis. It didn’t just start this year. The 
annual deficit—they talk about defi-
cits. I talk about debt. That is what we 
owe the rest of the world. 

This year, this President, President 
Trump, inherited a budget that this 
year will produce a $666 billion short-
fall between revenues and expenses. 
Yet we will collect a record sum of tax 
this year, the highest in our history. 
Last year we collected the most we 
have ever collected. The year before 
that, the most. So this has not been a 
problem of raising taxes, Mr. Presi-
dent. Our problem is very simple: The 
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size of our Federal Government has ex-
ploded. 

In the year 2000, the last year under 
Bill Clinton, the size of this Federal 
Government was $2.4 trillion. The size 
of our government last year—under 
two administrations, one Republican, 
one Democratic—it was almost $4 tril-
lion. That cannot continue. Yet, since 
2009, because of sequestration and the 
Budget Control Act, the size of our dis-
cretionary spending has declined from 
$1.5 trillion a year to $1.1 trillion a 
year, and $250 billion of that cutback 
has been on the back of our U.S. mili-
tary at the very time when we face 
more threats and the world is more 
dangerous than at any time during my 
lifetime. 

So I am here today to talk about the 
con of all cons, and it is the fact that 
the Great Society and all those sweep-
ing programs—tens of trillions of dol-
lars behind the world poverty—have 
failed. Today, the poverty rate in the 
United States is exactly the same as it 
was in the late sixties when that was 
signed into law. 

Mr. President, doing nothing—the 
proposal to do nothing is the con of all 
cons. The con that bigger government 
has the solution for the American peo-
ple has been proven over and over 
again to fail. 

Look at ObamaCare. Both sides are 
now agreeing that it has failed. Now 
what we do about it is the issue. The 
Veterans’ Administration was a cess-
pool of performance. Obama’s $1 tril-
lion stimulus package back in 2010 and 
2011 gave us nothing in terms of eco-
nomic development. 

As a matter of fact, the con of all 
cons is that we are coming out of the 
slowest, lowest economic growth in the 
United States history—230 years. 
Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae are bank-
rupt. The U.S. Postal Service is an-
other bastion of success. Amtrak is 
bankrupt. 

I think the greatest thing that we 
have to do today is get past all that. 
There are no innocent parties up here. 
Both sides are guilty when it comes to 
the $20 trillion problem. The $20 tril-
lion is a manifestation of Washington’s 
unwillingness to get its fiscal house in 
order and do what every other Amer-
ican has to do; that is, to live within 
their means. 

Doing nothing is simply not an op-
tion. 

In the last 8 years under President 
Obama, we borrowed as a Federal Gov-
ernment 35 percent of everything we 
spent. What that means is that every 
dime we spent on our military, on our 
Veterans’ Administration, and on all 
domestic discretionary programs is 
borrowed because every dime of the $3.5 
trillion that we got in last year was 
spent on mandatory expenses. 

Doing nothing is not an option. 
When President Trump took office, 

though, he said that job one was to 
grow the economy. Why? Why is grow-
ing the economy important? Well, 
growing the economy is important be-

cause it is one of the several steps you 
have to employ to get at this debt cri-
sis. Yes, there are going to be some tax 
cuts for individuals—we will get to 
that in a second—but primarily this is 
to be a stimulative package to get the 
economy growing. 

There are three pieces to it. One, 
lower the corporate tax rate. I am 
sorry, anybody can debate this and 
win. We have to become competitive 
with the rest of the world. In Asia, the 
corporate tax rate is 18 percent. In Eu-
rope, it is in the low twenties. Getting 
to 20 percent in a dynamic situation 
where everybody is going down, like 
the UK—which next year will go to 17 
percent, Mr. President—this is the 
least we can do. Getting our 
passthroughs to have parity is also 
critical. But we have to first roll back 
Federal regulations. That is the first 
piece. 

The second piece is, we have to then 
push out our energy potential. We just 
talked about a few of those. The Key-
stone Pipeline this year, the Clean 
Power Plan, and ANWR are all moving 
along. 

But the three pieces of this—lowering 
the corporate tax rate, eliminating the 
repatriation tax, and then a tax cut for 
working Americans—will actually get 
this economy going. 

The other side says: Well, wait a 
minute. You are going to add $1.5 tril-
lion to the debt. 

OK. I look at it as an investment. As 
we just heard from my good friend 
from Pennsylvania, four-tenths of 1 
percent will more than pay for that. 
Well, let’s look at history. History says 
that over the last 100 years, 3.5 percent 
is our average on GDP. But more im-
portant than that, in the last seven 
decades that we have enjoyed this eco-
nomic growth in America, only one 
decade have we had lower growth than 
2.5 percent and that was one decade 
where we had 2.3 percent. At 2.3 per-
cent, we more than pay for what we are 
talking about now. My projection is 
that we will do a lot better than this, 
and there are many other people out 
there, including noted economists, who 
say the same thing. 

Remember, we have $7 trillion not at 
work in this economy today because of 
fiscal policy, not monetary policy. At 
the very time that the Fed added $4.5 
trillion to the balance sheet—the larg-
est in history—we got 1.9 percent GDP 
growth over the last 8 years. Mr. Presi-
dent, you can only look at one place— 
and that is fiscal policy—that would 
generate that kind of anemic growth in 
our history. So what I am looking at 
right now is freeing up that $7 trillion, 
and this tax package is one of several 
steps we need to employ that will begin 
to unleash that capital power. 

We have several trillion dollars on 
the bank balance sheets of smaller and 
regional banks. We have a couple tril-
lion dollars on the balance sheets of 
the Russell 1000 because of uncertainty 
coming out of Washington. And we 
have almost $3 trillion overseas in 

unrepatriated U.S. profits because of 
our archaic repatriation tax. 

Changing this Tax Code is not only 
necessary, the rest of the world needs 
us to do this. 

I will say this: Under President 
Trump’s leadership and driving force, I 
believe things are already beginning to 
happen, and that is why we see reflec-
tions in the bond market and the stock 
market that reflect a moving economy. 
This economy wants to move. I have 
watched consumer confidence my en-
tire career. 

Right now, this is what is happening: 
So far this year, 2 million jobs have 
been created. Some 860 rules and regu-
lations have been reversed, and most of 
these are onerous things that are suck-
ing the very life out of this free enter-
prise system. Illegal border crossings 
are down 60 percent. Five hundred peo-
ple—we voted 97 to 2 in this body, in 
the U.S. Senate, where people say 
nothing is happening—in a bipartisan 
vote, we voted 97 to 2 to allow the head 
of the Veterans’ Administration to deal 
with it like any other entity in the 
country; that is, to be able to fire peo-
ple for performance. Since that time, 
over 500 people have been removed 
from the Veterans’ Administration be-
cause of lack of performance. Neil 
Gorsuch was confirmed to the Supreme 
Court. Consumer confidence is at a 16- 
year high. 

Things are moving, but this body is 
still gridlocked, and that is what we 
have to break through. What we have 
here is a historic opportunity to 
change the direction of our country. 
This is why I ran for the Senate—to be 
a part of trying to add some influence 
into a future direction for our children 
and grandchildren. 

Mr. President, do you realize that 
our children—this next generation is 
the first generation in the history of 
our country that faces a lower eco-
nomic prospect than their prede-
cessors? That is unacceptable. We are 
the richest country in the history of 
the world. We have the most dynamic 
worker base in the history of the 
world. We have a growing economy 
again. This is not necessary. 

So these changes that we are talking 
about—and I have heard all the rhet-
oric today, even just in the last hour: 
Oh, this is all going to the rich. This is 
all going to those mean old greedy cor-
porations, and by the way, nothing is 
going to the little guy. Well, let’s talk 
about the reality. 

A family of four—this is a real-world 
example—earning a median income of 
$73,000, in this bill, will get a 60-percent 
tax cut. A single mom with one child, 
making $41,000 a year—which is a me-
dian individual income—will get a 75- 
percent tax cut. I don’t consider those 
rich. I don’t consider those big corpora-
tions. Those are individual examples of 
what this tax bill is intended to do. 

But more than that, for 6 million 
people who pay taxes today, under this 
bill, next year, their tax rate will go to 
zero. Six million Americans will find 
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that they will not be paying Federal 
income tax next year. But the person 
who gets the biggest benefit from this 
entire plan is that person who gets a 
job. That is not the half of it. 

Our 35 percent nominal tax rate, the 
top rate for corporations, is the most 
onerous penalty on the American 
worker that has been perpetrated by 
politicians in Washington over the last 
50 years by both Republicans and 
Democrats. This is insanity. The other 
side talks about insanity. When the 
rest of the world is almost at half of 
what our corporate rate is, how in the 
world are we going to defend foreign 
companies from coming and buying 
U.S. companies, and using the tax arbi-
trage to pay for it? That is what is hap-
pening now. We can end that. 

This repatriation tax will free up al-
most $3 trillion. This is extremely 
stimulative in the market. It will im-
prove capital again. I believe that on 
the back of an aggressive trade policy, 
we will get exports growing again. 

There is no good reason not to be for 
this bill today. All the false accusa-
tions from the other side are simply 
just not true. Yes, there is an invest-
ment here, but every time I bought a 
piece of equipment in business, I had to 
pay for it. I paid for it upfront, and I 
got a benefit from it. It is called a re-
turn on investment. That is exactly 
what this is. For the American worker 
and the American people, this is an in-
vestment, and I expect a return on in-
vestment from which they will benefit. 

This Tax Code is so archaic that it is 
embarrassing to talk about. I will not 
even get into it because it is 2.4 million 
words. It is so ridiculous. One of the in-
tents here is to simplify that for the 
average taxpayer. I believe we have ac-
complished that. 

There are clear problems with this 
current plan—with this Tax Code and 
its problems today—and this plan 
takes clear steps to address those. It is 
an investment in our future. It is a re-
jection of the idea that 1.9 percent is 
the new norm. 

The other side, a few years ago, tried 
to convince us that was the case. If we 
do nothing from today forward with 
the current budget under which we are 
operating—which is the last budget 
President Obama left with us—we are 
both guilty. This is not a partisan com-
ment. But if nothing is done, $11 tril-
lion will be added to a $20 trillion debt. 
That is unacceptable. That is not an 
option. It is not possible. 

This issue is bigger than partisan 
politics. It is bigger than self-interest. 
It is bigger than anyone in this body. 
This is about our children and our 
grandchildren. This new tax direction 
will allow workers to compete again on 
a level playing field with the rest of 
the world and win. 

Not only is our economic security at 
risk, but I believe our national security 
is definitely in danger because of this 
debt. Both sides are commenting on 
that today. Don’t take my word for it. 
Almost 200 outside groups have come 

out in support of this bill. That is his-
toric in its own right, when you do 
something that is this big, to have that 
many people support it. I believe that 
what both sides of the aisle need to do 
is to back up and look at what is best 
for the American people long term. 

There are two ideologies at war here. 
One side believes we need to give more 
money to the Federal Government, 
have more big programs like the Vet-
erans’ Administration, the Postal Serv-
ice, and all those things, instead of 
putting it back in people’s pockets and 
investing in our economy. 

This is a historic moment of oppor-
tunity for us this week to change the 
Tax Code and finally to help American 
families and businesses compete with 
the competitors around the world. This 
standard of living that we have taken 
for granted for 70 years is the greatest 
expansion of economic exercise in the 
history of humankind. We can turn 
this around, but only by getting back 
to the fundamentals of economic op-
portunity for everybody—fiscal respon-
sibility, limited government, and indi-
vidual liberty. 

I believe we will do it. I believe the 
American people want us to do it. This 
President’s agenda will work. He comes 
from the business world. I come from 
the business world. That is what this is 
about. We have an understanding of 
what it takes to compete globally, and 
that is what this bill does, finally, for 
the American workers. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 
Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I want 

to go back to what this motion does. 
This is to remand the bill back to the 
Finance Committee so it can come 
back without adding nearly $1.5 trillion 
to the national debt—maybe a heck of 
a lot more than that. 

I am in business too. I will tell you 
that if I ran my business and did the 
things in my business that this bill is 
doing, I would go out of business. Why? 
Because my kids wouldn’t be able to af-
ford to stay farming because I would 
have acquired too much debt. That is 
why this is so important. It is why I 
applaud Senator KING for bringing this 
motion forward. 

I sat on this floor, and I listened to 
folks talk about the threat from North 
Korea, which is absolutely real. The 
money it is going to take to deal with 
that threat is not going to be cheap. 

I come to the floor, and I listen to 
people talk about the national security 
interests of this country and how there 
are people who want to do bad things 
to our country. We have to keep our 
country safe, but it comes with a cost. 

I heard Senator KING talk earlier 
today about rebuilding our military. 
We have been at war for 16 years, and 
there is a cost it is going to take to re-
build our military. All of those things 
take money. They are expenses of what 
we have to do here to keep this country 
secure. 

It is absolutely incredible to me that 
we have people walk to the floor and 

talk about a 38-percent effective rate. 
Everybody on this floor that is in busi-
ness knows that is not the rate that 
corporations pay in this country. By 
the time you do your deductions, your 
effective rate is far less than that. In 
fact, some people feel it is about 20 per-
cent. 

But nonetheless, I will agree—I think 
both sides of the aisle can agree—that 
we need to do tax reform. We need to 
modernize our code. It hasn’t been done 
in 30 years, but it can’t be done in a 
way that adds $1.5 trillion on to our 
kids. 

Right now, we have a $20 trillion 
debt. There is no doubt about that. 
That is $63,000 for every man, woman, 
and child in this country. When I sat in 
that chair that the Presiding Officer is 
sitting in now, when I first got elected 
some 11 years ago, I heard folks from 
that side of the aisle talk about the 
debt every single day. After the 2014 
election, it has been crickets on that 
side of the aisle when it comes to the 
debt. The debt is still real. 

When we had the biggest meltdown in 
this country since the Dirty Thirties, 
we had to make an investment into 
this country. I had people in the con-
struction business in my office with 
tears in their eyes saying: There is no 
work in the private sector. You have to 
do something to help stimulate this 
economy or things are going to go to 
heck. 

Times were tough. The debt in-
creased. We had to get the economy 
turned around. 

Now, times are good. For all the 
folks who are in business—or at least 
claim that they are in business—in 
good times, what do you do? You pay 
down your debt. You save. You make a 
rainy day fund because you know it is 
not always going to be like this. 

Instead, in this body, we say times 
are good, but we are going to add an-
other $1.5 trillion on the debt. Just do 
it. Our kids can worry about it. Hell, 
we will be dead and gone. 

That is why this motion is so criti-
cally important—so we can send it 
back to finance; so that there can be a 
true bipartisan discussion in com-
mittee about what needs to happen 
with this bill and to have it come back 
so it is revenue neutral. We can do 
that. We can help push the economy 
forward, and we can help have a bright 
future for our kids, but we are not 
going to do it with this bill. We are not 
going to do it with a partisan bill like 
this is right now. 

So I want to commend Senator KING 
for pushing this motion forward to re-
mand this bill back to the Finance 
Committee so that they can bring it 
back in a revenue-neutral position. We 
can cut taxes. We can broaden that 
base without adding to the debt, and 
we need to do it. We need to do it for 
our kids—the same reason that most of 
us claim we are here. We are here to 
make sure we have a better future for 
our kids and our grandkids. Let’s do it 
with this bill. Let’s walk the walk, not 
just talk the talk. 
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I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I call 

up amendment No. 1720, and ask unani-
mous consent that Senators Franken, 
Wyden, and Nelson be added as cospon-
sors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I do 
not ask for the unanimous consent, but 
I would like to speak on an amendment 
that I will be offering later. 

Mr. President, the President of the 
United States, Donald Trump, and the 
Republican leadership are busy every 
day telling the American people how 
this piece of tax legislation is going to 
help the middle class and how it was 
written for the middle class. 

We see President Trump going to 
Missouri and saying: This bill is not 
going to help me, who is a billionaire; 
it is really designed for the middle 
class. I trust that I will not shock too 
many people when I suggest that what 
President Trump is saying is not accu-
rate, is not truthful. 

This legislation, according to numer-
ous independent studies, will provide 62 
percent of the tax benefits to the top 1 
percent. So 62 percent of the benefits 
go to the top 1 percent, while it in-
creases taxes on 87 million middle-class 
households by the end of the decade. 

Here we are, as every American 
knows, living at a time of massive in-
come and wealth inequality. The mid-
dle class is shrinking, millions of peo-
ple are working longer hours for lower 
wages, and 40 million people are living 
in poverty. But over the last 40 years, 
the people on the top have been doing 
phenomenally well, and today we have 
more income and wealth inequality 
than at any time since the late 1920s. 

Given that reality, who in their right 
mind believes that it makes sense to 
give huge tax breaks for the people on 
top, while raising taxes for the middle 
class? Do you know what? My Repub-
lican colleagues here may think that 
makes sense. That is not what the 
American people believe. Poll after poll 
after poll suggests—as it did with their 
disastrous healthcare legislation—that 
the American people do not want this 
legislation. 

If you can believe it, the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation told us just last 
night that by the year 2027, 150 million 
households in America making $200,000 
a year or less will see their taxes go up, 
not down, under this disastrous bill. 
Why? Because the tax cuts for middle- 
class families expire by the end of 2025, 
while—surprise of all surprises—the 
tax breaks for large corporations are 
made permanent. 

The benefits for the middle class ex-
pire. They are temporary. The benefits 
for the corporate world are permanent. 
The leadership of the Republican Party 
is telling the American people that 
trickle-down economics—giving huge 
tax breaks to the wealthy and large 
corporations—will expand the econ-

omy, will create new jobs, and will 
bring in so much revenue that, magi-
cally, it will pay for itself. Just give 
tax breaks for billionaires and large 
corporations, and those tax breaks will 
pay for themselves. 

But here is the reality. The reality is 
that trickle-down economics is a fraud-
ulent theory. When Ronald Reagan 
slashed taxes for the rich in 1981, eco-
nomic growth went down by 1.9 percent 
the following year, and the unemploy-
ment rate increased from 7.5 percent to 
10.8 percent. The 1981 tax cut was so 
successful that Reagan had to increase 
taxes eleven times after that. 

After President George W. Bush cut 
taxes for the wealthy and large cor-
porations, we lost nearly 500,000 private 
sector jobs, the national debt almost 
doubled, poverty increased, and median 
income went down. 

After the rightwing Republican lead-
ership in Kansas—the last example of 
the theory of trickle-down economics— 
cut taxes for the wealthy, revenue de-
clined so much that they had to make 
savage cuts in education, healthcare, 
transportation, and infrastructure. 

Trickle-down economics did not work 
under Reagan, did not work under 
George W. Bush, and did not work in 
the State of Kansas. It is a fraudulent 
theory cooked up by think tanks fund-
ed by billionaires and the wealthy. 

Every independent expert who has 
taken a look at this tax bill has said 
that it will substantially increase the 
deficit even after accounting for eco-
nomic growth. 

The Joint Committee on Taxation 
has told us that this bill will increase 
the deficit by $1.4 trillion over the next 
decade. 

I want to make this point because it 
has not been made enough. Mark my 
words. If this legislation is passed, if 
the deficit goes up by $1.4 trillion, I be-
lieve without any doubt, that the Re-
publican Party will come down here to 
the Senate and go to the House and 
say: My goodness, we have raised the 
deficit, and in order to deal with that, 
we have to cut Social Security, Medi-
care, Medicaid, nutrition, education, 
affordable housing, and every program 
that is important. 

Mr. WYDEN. Will my colleague 
yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes. 
Mr. WYDEN. I think my colleague is 

making an extremely important point. 
I think what is important in his projec-
tion is that we have seen this movie be-
fore. Isn’t this what happened in the 
Bush tax cuts and so many of these 
other projections? They get the sugar 
high by running the big deficits up by 
the breaks to the multinationals and 
the donors and the like. Then, they 
don’t get the jobs. Then, they get these 
big deficits. I think what the Senator 
is talking about is that, then, they 
come back and go after the hunger pro-
grams, Medicaid, and Social Security. 

Is that what my colleague is talking 
about? 

Mr. SANDERS. Absolutely, but it is 
not just an idea I have. It is not just a 

theory I have. These numbers were put 
right into the budget passed by the 
Senate, which called for a trillion-dol-
lar cut in Medicaid, then a $470 billion 
cut in Medicare, and massive cuts to 
other programs. 

Let’s not even talk about the budget 
of several months ago. Let’s just talk 
about what our colleague Senator 
MARCO RUBIO yesterday—yesterday— 
told a group of Wall Street lobbyists. 

Let me quote Senator RUBIO. He said: 
Many argue that you can’t cut taxes be-

cause it will drive up the deficit. But we 
have to do two things. We have to generate 
economic growth which generates revenue, 
while reducing spending. That will mean in-
stituting structural changes to Social Secu-
rity and Medicare for the future. 

That was what Senator RUBIO said 
yesterday. 

Well, let me translate what Senator 
RUBIO said yesterday and what Speaker 
PAUL RYAN has been saying. It is not 
theoretical. What they are saying is ex-
actly what will happen. I hope that the 
senior citizens all over this country, 
people who are trying to get by on 
$13,000 a year on Social Security, peo-
ple who are trying to get by on dis-
ability, people who are dependent on 
Medicaid for their insurance to help 
them stay alive when they combat life- 
threatening diseases like cancer or 
heart disease, people in America who 
are struggling today to put food on the 
table, and working families who are 
trying to figure out how possibly they 
might be able to send their kids to col-
lege will listen up because they are vir-
tually admitting—they are telling us— 
that they are going to come back and 
cut Social Security, Medicare, and 
Medicaid. 

Yesterday, I made a challenge. I said 
to my Republican colleagues: If I am 
wrong, and it is not your intention to 
come back here and cut Social Secu-
rity, Medicare, Medicaid, and edu-
cation, please come down to the floor 
and tell me I am wrong. Tell me you 
have no intention to do that. I will 
apologize to you. 

Well, we have not heard any Senators 
come down to the floor to tell us they 
will not cut Social Security, Medicare, 
Medicaid, and other programs. In fact, 
off the floor Senator RUBIO indicated 
that that is exactly what they intend 
to do. 

Let’s be clear. We are not just talk-
ing here about a tax bill. That is a dis-
aster unto itself. That is a massive— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic time has expired. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 3 more minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. THUNE. I reserve the right to ob-
ject, Mr. President. 

Let me just clarify. I think the rank-
ing member of the Committee, who is 
managing the bill, also wanted some 
time. Is that correct? 

Mr. WYDEN. We can see if we can 
work this out. Senator THUNE has been 
very gracious. Would it cause great 
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consternation over there to give Sen-
ator SANDERS 3 minutes, myself 5 min-
utes, and then go right to Senator 
THUNE? 

Mr. THUNE. All right. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SANDERS. Thank you. 
I will wind it up, actually, in less 

than 3 minutes. 
Here is the bottom line. The bill that 

these Republicans are going to vote on 
would create massive tax breaks for 
the rich, raising taxes for the middle 
class, raising the deficit by $1.4 tril-
lion, creating a situation where 13 mil-
lion lose their health insurance and 
premiums go up by 10 percent. That is 
only half of the story. The other half of 
the story is that they are going to 
come back, and they are going to pay 
for the tax breaks for the rich and 
large corporations by slashing Social 
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. 

This legislation is an assault on the 
middle class and working families of 
this country. It must be defeated. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I brought 

with me to the floor a copy of the just- 
released analysis by the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation. These folks are 
the independent tax referees for the 
Congress. I pushed very hard for sev-
eral weeks in order to get this dynamic 
score for the Republican tax bill be-
cause, as the ranking Democrat on the 
Finance Committee, I have heard my 
colleague say week after week that all 
we need to do is to get the dynamic 
score, and people will see the value of 
our bill. So we got the score. 

The score ends the fantasy about 
magical growth, about unicorns and 
growth fairies, suddenly showing that 
tax cuts pay for themselves. 

In fact, this report showed that this 
bill would lose more than $1 trillion 
even with the dynamic score. It slows 
the growth of the American economy 
after 2025. It is the total opposite of 
what was promised. Even with the dy-
namic score, what we are seeing is that 
the sponsors of this bill are spending $1 
trillion and not helping those who need 
the help. 

The numbers are now in. This is the 
hard evidence that this bill basically 
isn’t much more than a holiday bo-
nanza for multinational corporations 
and powerful interests. 

I have heard a number of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
already criticizing the analysis by the 
Joint Committee on Taxation. I am 
sure they are unhappy because this cer-
tainly unravels all of their projections, 
and they continue, despite the fact 
that the hard evidence is in. They are 
still saying that their tax plan is going 
to produce a magical unicorn and rain-
bow fantasy of economic growth. 

The facts are now in. The Republican 
plan loses $1 trillion. This Republican 
plan slows economic growth. The 
growth fantasy is over. It is over— 

Mr. CORNYN. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. WYDEN. As soon as I have a 
chance to finish my statement. 

Mr. CORNYN. Thank you very much. 
Mr. WYDEN. I am happy to extend 

the courtesy that sometimes I don’t 
get from the Senator, but I am happy 
to do it. 

The growth fantasy is over with this 
projection. 

I am happy to yield to my colleague. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I thank 

the ranking member of the Finance 
Committee. I know we have other Sen-
ators who are ready to speak. Since the 
Senator believes that the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation’s dynamic score of 
our tax bill is entirely accurate, would 
he agree with me that the score dem-
onstrates that there is economic 
growth generated by tax cuts and, real-
ly, what we are just talking about is 
how much economic growth is gen-
erated? 

Mr. WYDEN. What I would say is 
this. Sure, there is what amounts to 
negligible growth, but this slows the 
growth of our economy after 2025. That 
is not what we were promised. 

In fact, let me just recap a little bit 
the Republican promise. Treasury Sec-
retary Steve Mnuchin said this bill 
would generate so much growth that it 
would take care of the $1.5 trillion and 
generate $1 trillion on top of it. 

What a difference between Steve 
Mnuchin’s projection of $2.5 trillion 
and the number that I have on this 
sheet from the Joint Committee on 
Taxation—$407 billion worth of rev-
enue. 

I appreciate my colleague asking 
that. It helps us to clear up a little bit 
more of what is at issue. 

I appreciate Senator THUNE being so 
gracious and giving me the extra time. 

Mr. President, I have a UC request, if 
I could. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senator FRANKEN, myself, 
and Senator NELSON be added as co-
sponsors to amendment No. 1720. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. I want to thank the 
Senator from South Dakota for indulg-
ing me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, a lot of 
our colleagues on the other side have 
come to the floor today and have 
talked about why they don’t like our 
tax reform bill. Many of those argu-
ments have been focused on who bene-
fits from it. Of course, as is usually the 
case when you start talking about any 
kind of an attempt to reduce taxes on 
the American people so they can keep 
more of what they earn, keep more dol-
lars in their pockets so they can decide 
how to spend it rather than send it to 
Washington, DC, Democrats complain 
that it is tax cuts for the rich. 

Well, again, I want to point out—and 
this, of course, is based upon the Joint 

Committee on Taxation, which was 
just alluded to—where they find the 
benefits of the tax relief goal. As you 
can see from this chart, these represent 
different income groups. The highest 
percentage tax cuts actually go to 
those in the lower and middle-income 
groups. If you look at who benefits 
from this, every income group gets a 
significant tax cut, but middle-income 
Americans do particularly well 
percentagewise under this tax reform 
proposal. 

So the argument, again, that this is 
somehow simply a tax cut for the rich 
just doesn’t pass the smell test. It 
doesn’t comport with reality. Clearly, 
the numbers tell a very different story. 

The other point I wish to make is 
that if we look at what we tried to ac-
complish in the design of this tax bill, 
we see that we tried to maintain the 
existing progressivity in the tax bill. 
We have one of the most progressive 
tax codes in the world. We have a lot of 
people in this country who don’t have 
any income tax liability and some who 
benefit from refundable tax credits 
that help to eliminate or partially 
eliminate their payroll tax liability as 
well. But this chart shows who, under 
our bill, when it is all said and done, 
bears the tax burden in this country— 
in other words, the percentage of the 
tax liability paid by each different 
group in different income groups. 

When we look at this, we can see that 
those in the $20,000 to $50,000 range— 
this is their tax burden as a percentage 
of the entire tax burden levied on 
Americans around the country—the 
rate drops from 4.3 percent to 4.1 per-
cent. So those in the $20,000 to $50,000 
income group, as a percentage of tax 
burden in the country, pay less under 
our proposal than they do today. 

If we look at the group from $50,000 
to $100,000, that income group also, as a 
percentage of the entire tax burden 
borne by Americans, pays less under 
our proposal than they do today. They 
pay 16.9 percent today, and under our 
proposal they will pay 16.7 percent of 
total taxes in this country. 

Those, on the other hand, making 
$100,000 or more will pay slightly more 
of the overall tax burden. Today they 
pay 78.7 percent, and under our pro-
posal they will pay 78.9 percent. 

So people under $100,000 are going to 
be paying less as a share of the overall 
tax burden than they currently do 
today. I don’t know how anyone can, 
with a straight face, argue that some-
how this is a tax bill that benefits 
those in the upper end. 

With respect to the arguments that 
are being made right now regarding the 
Joint Committee on Taxation release 
of the dynamic score, I would say the 
same thing that my colleague from 
Texas said. I think the good news in all 
of this is what it demonstrates is that 
what we are trying to do actually gen-
erates economic growth. It actually 
generates additional revenue for the 
Federal Treasury. We can argue about 
how much. 
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We happen to think that the assump-

tions used by the Joint Committee on 
Taxation are not accurate because they 
assume that we are going to continue 
to grow for the next decade—our econ-
omy—at 1.9 percent. Historical aver-
ages in the American economy going 
back to the end of World War II show 
that we have averaged somewhere be-
tween 3 and 3.5 percent growth. So if 
we take the assumption that we are 
never going to do any better than 1.9 
percent growth in the economy, then 
perhaps their estimate could be accu-
rate. We happen to believe we are going 
to do a whole lot better than that. We 
believe that if we put the right policies 
in place and we make America an at-
tractive place in which to invest, we 
are going to see considerably higher 
growth than 1.9 percent. 

So what does it take to cover the 
number that we created in this tax bill 
that would have to be paid for with ad-
ditional growth in the economy? Well, 
it takes about four-tenths of 1 percent 
of growth—increase in average annual 
growth—over the next decade. What 
does that mean? That means that in-
stead of growing at 1.9 percent a year 
for the next decade, we are going to 
have to grow at 2.2, 2.3 percent—some-
where in that ballpark—to not only 
cover this but actually start gener-
ating revenue above and beyond what 
the impact of the tax cut would be on 
the Federal budget. 

What I would simply say to my col-
leagues is that when we look at these 
various models that are done and the 
assumptions that are made, remember 
that the Joint Committee on Taxation, 
the Congressional Budget Office—the 
numbers they are using assume 1.9 per-
cent economic growth. I can’t believe 
that we wouldn’t have more confidence 
in the American economy that we 
could generate higher than 1.9 percent 
economic growth. That is the strait-
jacket that constrains their models. 

There are other models out there 
that have looked at the same informa-
tion, the same data, looked at the same 
tax bill, considered the behavioral ef-
fects of that, how it would affect the 
entire economy, and come to a dif-
ferent conclusion. In fact, the Tax 
Foundation has suggested that the tax 
bill we have in front of us today would 
generate an additional $1.26 trillion in 
revenue over that same time period be-
cause of the additional growth that 
would come with it. 

What we tried to do is design a tax 
bill that not only delivers tax relief to 
middle-income families—I think the 
two charts I just showed demonstrate 
that we do—but secondly to put poli-
cies in place that will create conditions 
that are favorable to economic growth 
so we can get growth back up to a more 
historic level. When the economy is 
growing at a faster rate, it means that 
companies and businesses are creating 
better paying jobs. And if there is a 
competition for labor in this country, 
and I believe there will be—when com-
panies start to expand, start to grow 

their operations, it increases the de-
mand for labor, and the price for labor 
goes up, and wages go up. That is what 
we want to see. 

That is the other thing about this 
bill that doesn’t get talked about 
enough. The reduction in rates on busi-
nesses means that they have more to 
invest in their businesses, and one of 
the byproducts of that is that it goes 
into higher wages for their employees. 
The President’s Council of Economic 
Advisers suggests that that impact 
would be about $4,000 a year in addi-
tional income for average households 
in this country. There is another study 
done by Boston University in which 
they have concluded that it would re-
sult in $3,500 a year in additional in-
come per household in this country. 

So the impact of the tax cuts is real-
ly twofold. One is that American fami-
lies would have more in their pockets. 
Why? Because we double the standard 
deduction. In our bill, we double the 
child tax credit. We lower rates. All of 
those actions impact lower and middle- 
income families in this country. Those 
are all features they can take advan-
tage of that generate additional bene-
fits to them. 

Those benefits, by the way, if you are 
an average family in this country—a 
typical family of four with a combined 
annual income of $73,000—result in a 
$2,200 tax cut. That is a 60-percent tax 
cut over what they would pay under 
current law. So that is $2,200 in that 
family’s pocket that they will be able 
to spend on themselves and their fami-
lies instead of sending that to Wash-
ington, DC, and having somebody de-
cide how to spend it here. We happen to 
have a lot of confidence that the Amer-
ican people are better prepared and 
better equipped to decide how to spend 
their own money rather than the Fed-
eral Government. So that is a direct 
benefit, No. 1. 

Secondly, as I said earlier, if you give 
the benefit of not only a tax cut that 
comes to middle-income families but 
also the additional growth in the econ-
omy that generates better-paying jobs 
and generates higher wages, that in-
creases your overall household income. 
That is how American families benefit 
directly from the legislation we are 
considering today. 

My colleague from Ohio is here, and 
he pays a lot of attention to economic 
trends. I think it is interesting to note 
that the Congressional Budget Office, 
the Joint Tax Committee, which, in 
their analysis, assume 1.9 percent 
growth in the economy for the next 
decade—we think we can do a lot bet-
ter. 

I ask my colleague from Ohio, aren’t 
we already starting to do better eco-
nomically? I think we have seen a sig-
nificant improvement in growth in the 
economy just in the last couple of 
quarters. If we continue to stay on that 
track or a similar track, which I think 
this tax reform legislation helps en-
able, we might be able to get to a point 
where we are growing at a more his-
toric rate. 

What was the growth rate, for exam-
ple, just in the last couple of quarters 
that we have seen in this country? 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I 
think the Senator makes a great point. 
We have had a debate here this after-
noon about economic growth. One of 
the realities now on which both sides of 
the aisle can agree is that the tax relief 
we are putting out there, which is help-
ing middle-class families to have a lit-
tle healthier family budget, is also 
helping workers with regard to the 
international competition. Right now, 
our workers are competing with one 
hand tied behind their back. All of this 
is going to generate more economic 
growth. It is going to come from more 
investment, more productivity. 

In fact, the number that the Joint 
Committee on Taxation put out today, 
although it is significantly lower than 
other numbers, is over $400 billion in 
more revenue coming in. That is 
enough growth to generate that much 
more revenue coming into the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, that is 
based upon an assumption that the 
growth rate in the economy for the 
next decade is going to be 1.9 percent. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Exactly. So that is 
the number—let’s say roughly $400 bil-
lion—that they have. 

By the way, there are 137 economists 
who tell us that it will be not $400 bil-
lion, but it will be $1 trillion. This is 
their quote. Their letter came out yes-
terday. ‘‘Economic growth will accel-
erate, if the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act 
passes, leading to more jobs, higher 
wages, and a better standard of living 
for the American people.’’ This is 137 
economists who say that actually it is 
going to be more than twice as much as 
Joint Tax says. There are other studies 
that the Senator from South Dakota 
talked about that indicate there will be 
even more economic growth. 

Mr. THUNE. We are already seeing 
that, right? The economy is already 
starting to pick up. 

Mr. PORTMAN. That is one part of 
the debate: How much economic 
growth is going to come out of these 
tax reforms that we are putting for-
ward? We know there will be a lot; the 
question is, How much? But this is all 
based on a Congressional Budget Office 
estimate of growth over the next 10 
years, the GDP growth, the economic 
growth. So we are sort of in a strait-
jacket. Although we believe this tax re-
form proposal will help in terms of that 
growth, we have to go by this number 
of 1.9 percent. So 1.9 percent is anemic 
growth. That is sad. If we can’t do bet-
ter than 1.9 percent, we have real prob-
lems in this country, and that is over 
the next 10 years, projected. 

As the Senator has said, it is kind of 
interesting that they are projecting 1.9 
percent and others are projecting high-
er numbers. In the context of us having 
just finished a quarter that was 3.3 per-
cent—it was adjusted yesterday to 3.3 
percent—and then the quarter before, 
the second quarter of this year, was 3 
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percent. So 3 percent, 3.3 percent over 
the last two quarters, yet they say 1.9 
percent. There is a private forecast 
that indicates there will be between 3 
and 4 percent growth next year. The 
average, as Senator THUNE said, even 
with a lot of things happening, such as 
a recession and hurricanes and other 
natural disasters, is 2.5 percent or 
more. So this is not normal. In other 
words, this is a relatively low rate. 

I know we can do better. I don’t say, 
as some do, that this is somehow the 
new normal. We have to do better. If 
we don’t do better, we can’t begin to 
get wages back up again, which have 
been flat really for the last couple of 
decades when you take inflation into 
account. We know we can do better. 
That is why this tax bill is so impor-
tant, to give the economy that shot in 
the arm. 

But let’s assume for a minute that it 
will be only 1.9 percent—dismal 
growth. Let’s assume this tax proposal 
passes. Let’s assume we get the benefit 
of the increased revenue from that. 

By the way, what we say in the tax 
proposal is that about $1.4 trillion to 
$1.5 trillion of tax relief will be part of 
this, and that is out of $44 trillion over 
the next 10 years. That will provide a 
little bit of a tax relief because we 
know the growth will come from that. 
So let’s assume that this is true. Let’s 
assume you use the right policy base-
line, assuming that we are going to 
continue with the current extenders, 
which we always do. We end up—stick 
with me here—with about a $533 billion 
deficit over the next 10 years if we as-
sume this really low rate of growth. 

If you assume that instead of 1.9 per-
cent, we go not to 3 percent, not to 2.5 
percent, not even to 2.4, 2.3, 2.2, but 
let’s just say 2.1 percent growth— 
again, very conservative, and I sure 
hope we will do better, and I believe we 
will—but let’s assume it is 2.1 percent. 
That will generate enough revenue, be-
cause it is up to $270 billion per every 
0.1 percent, to have this tax reform 
proposal actually result in money 
going back into the Treasury—in other 
words, reducing the deficit. 

So I think this is very fiscally re-
sponsible. I think it is very conserv-
ative. I think 2.1 percent growth is not 
something that is at all out of bounds. 
In fact, I think it is going to be far 
higher than that based on the growth 
we have already had recently and the 
growth that has been projected by out-
side forecasters. 

So I would just say to folks who are 
hearing that this is somehow blowing a 
hole in the deficit, I think it is the op-
posite. I think it is going to actually 
result in more money going into the 
Federal Treasury to get the deficit 
down. 

Let me say something else. This is a 
debate we can have, but we have to 
deal with the growth side if we are 
going to get the deficit under control, 
there is no question about it, not just 
the spending side. We have to get it 
under control. But even to do the im-

portant work we have to do on a bipar-
tisan basis with restrained growth, it is 
much more likely that we will do it 
when we have higher growth. If it is 1.9 
percent, we are not going to get there. 

So let’s get some pro-growth tax re-
form. Let’s get the economy moving. 
Let’s give people the sense that we can 
tackle these problems. Let’s do some-
thing about the debt and deficit. We 
can do that by very meager growth—2.1 
percent versus 1.9 percent—and actu-
ally take money that is currently in 
the economy at 1.9 percent—not mov-
ing much. Let’s get it moving more. 
Let’s create more economic activity. 
Let’s do that to get that growth rate 
up a little bit through this tax reform, 
and then let’s actually begin to reduce 
that debt and deficit. 

I just wanted to make that point. 
When we hear that this is somehow fis-
cally irresponsible—I think it is very 
responsible fiscally, very conservative. 
I think we will do better than the num-
bers we have seen here of 1.9 percent 
growth. Certainly just 2.1 percent 
growth actually reduces the deficit, 
and I think that ought to be brought 
into the debate. 

Mr. THUNE. And, too, some of our 
colleagues—and I count myself, and I 
am sure the Senator from Ohio does as 
well, among those of us who consider 
ourselves fiscal conservatives—realize 
that in order to deal with debt and 
deficits, yes, we have to get our arms 
around out-of-control Washington 
spending, and we have to do something 
to make those programs that are driv-
ing that out-of-control spending more 
sustainable in the long run. We also 
have to do the other side of this, which 
is to restrain spending. But in order to 
deal with debt and deficits, we really 
need that growth in the economy be-
cause higher growth, the economy 
growing at a faster rate, means people 
are working, people are paying taxes, 
people are taking realizations and pay-
ing taxes, and government revenues go 
up. So we need growth, and that is 
what this bill will accomplish. 

Mr. President, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
King motion to commit. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 48, 

nays 52, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 288 Leg.] 

YEAS—48 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 

Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Donnelly 

Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Harris 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 

McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 

Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—52 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
McCain 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

The motion was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BLUNT). The majority leader. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that Senator 
STABENOW now be recognized to offer a 
motion to commit, which is at the 
desk; that the time until 7 p.m. be 
equally divided in the usual form for 
debate on the motion; that there be no 
amendments in order to the instruc-
tions; and that at 7 p.m., the Senate 
vote in relation to the motion with no 
intervening action or debate. I further 
ask that following disposition of the 
motion, the majority leader or his des-
ignee be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Michigan. 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, 

thank you very much. I feel like we 
should be talking about the deficit, 
which is of concern to us and wish it 
were of more concern to—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator wish to call up her motion? 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, yes, 
I do. I absolutely do. 

MOTION TO COMMIT 
Mr. President, I call up my motion to 

commit, which is at the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the motion. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Michigan [Ms. STABE-

NOW] moves to commit the bill H.R. 1 to the 
Committee on Finance with instructions to 
report the same back to the Senate in 3 days, 
not counting any day on which the Senate is 
not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) to revert the corporate tax rates to 35 
percent in the event that real average house-
hold wages do not increase by at least $4,000 
by 2020. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, this 
would put in place a guarantee that 
middle-class families would receive the 
benefits they are being promised in 
this bill. I am offering this motion to 
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commit with the support of Senators 
CASEY, VAN HOLLEN, UDALL, CARDIN, 
BOOKER, WYDEN, MENENDEZ, HARRIS, 
and BROWN. 

I have said it before, and I will say it 
again, there is no question we need tax 
reform. We need tax reform that cre-
ates jobs, incentivizes companies to 
bring back jobs from overseas, protects 
our farmers, helps small businesses, 
and puts more money in the pocket of 
middle-class families in Michigan and 
across the country. That is what we 
need, and that is what I would vote for 
and I know other colleagues on our side 
would vote for, but that is not what 
this bill does. That is not what this Re-
publican bill does. 

We know our friends across the aisle 
are in a hurry to pass this legislation 
as quickly as possible before the Amer-
ican people discover what a bad deal it 
is. Unfortunately, for Republicans, we 
keep uncovering new ways that this 
tax legislation is a huge giveaway for 
the wealthiest 1 percent. Now we know, 
from the latest scoring, it blows a huge 
hole in our Nation’s debt, expanding 
our Nation’s debt. 

Here are just a few ways this legisla-
tion hurts middle-class families. It 
keeps a loophole that lets corporations 
write off their expenses, their moving 
expenses, when they move jobs over-
seas. However, a family moving across 
the country to Michigan for a new job 
could no longer deduct their moving 
expenses. Big businesses could keep on 
deducting their State and local taxes, 
but middle-class families, sorry, no 
State and local tax deduction for you. 
Oil companies would enjoy a brandnew 
$4 billion offshore tax loophole. Merry 
Christmas. Meanwhile, 87 million 
American households who earn less 
than $200,000 a year get a tax increase. 
Let me repeat that. Eighty-seven mil-
lion American households who earn 
less than $200,000 a year will get a tax 
increase under the bill in front of us, 
and health insurance premiums will go 
up by 10 percent, and continue to go up, 
while 13 million fewer people would 
have healthcare coverage. 

President Trump has called this bill, 
in his words, a ‘‘great, big, beautiful 
Christmas present’’ for the American 
people. Well, I certainly hope the 
American people remember to keep the 
gift certificate. This bill is a disaster 
for the middle class and a disaster for 
our future. 

President Trump isn’t the only per-
son who has made big promises about 
this legislation. Treasury Secretary 
Steve Mnuchin, one of the bill’s biggest 
salesmen, has said: ‘‘On the personal 
tax side, middle-income people are get-
ting cuts and rich people are getting 
very little cuts.’’ I would like to high-
light his first words ‘‘on the personal 
tax side’’—very sneaky language. Once 
all the proposals that actually help the 
wealthy are taken into account, all of 
them, it is clear that those in Sec-
retary Mnuchin’s personal income cat-
egory are the real winners. 

White House budget director Mick 
Mulvaney is making promises too. He 

said, ‘‘The White House, the President, 
is not going to sign a bill that raises 
taxes on the middle class, period.’’ I 
would assume, based on that state-
ment, he wouldn’t sign this bill. The 
nonpartisan Tax Policy Center found 
that 87 million middle-class and work-
ing families will see their taxes go up. 

Perhaps the biggest promise of them 
all came directly from the White 
House. ‘‘The average American family 
would get a $4,000 raise under the 
President’s tax cut plan.’’ 

Republicans have promised hard- 
working, middle-class families in 
Michigan and across the country that 
by giving the top 1 percent and large 
corporations a huge tax giveaway—you 
know the trickle-down economic ap-
proach—that magically they will re-
ceive $4,000, $7,000, even $9,000 in extra 
income. By giving this big supply-side 
tax cut, magically, families will re-
ceive $4,000, $7,000, or even $9,000 in 
their income. 

Well, the proof is in their paychecks. 
That is what is going to happen for the 
American people. They are going to 
take a look at their paychecks to find 
out whether this is true, and that is 
why I am offering a motion that will 
ensure that the benefits of these tax 
cuts go to the middle class and that 
the promises being made to the fami-
lies in Michigan and across the country 
will be kept. This motion would send 
the bill back to the Finance Com-
mittee with instructions to include a 
trigger to return the corporate rate to 
its current level if the average house-
hold wage doesn’t go up at least $4,000 
in the next 2 years. That seems only 
fair to me. People are being told over 
and over again they are going to get 
money directly in their pocket. The 
President said a minimum of $4,000. 
Well, the proof is in your paycheck. 
That is what the American people are 
going to be looking at. 

This motion simply makes sure the 
American people get the raise the 
Trump administration is promising 
them. If my Republican colleagues are 
serious about putting more money in 
the pockets of the middle class, I urge 
you to support this motion. 

You know Michigan families could 
certainly use an extra $4,000 in their 
paycheck. What they don’t need are 
broken promises—the kind of promises 
they have heard before too many 
times. Just think back to the Bush tax 
cuts of 2001 and 2003. Colleagues from 
across the aisle came to the floor and 
said the 2003 Bush tax cuts would 
‘‘allow us to grow our way out of our 
current economic doldrums.’’ What did 
we get? Massive debt. And the Bush tax 
cuts ‘‘will aid the people and businesses 
who make up our economic machine 
and get it moving down the tracks at 
full speed again.’’ We got massive debt, 
and wages did not go up. The train de-
railed, growth was anemic, and middle- 
class families saw very little lasting 
benefit. If this approach worked, if 
trickle-down economics worked, I 
would be supporting this. There is no 
evidence that this has ever worked. 

A new analysis of the tax bill is even 
more skewed to the top than the Bush 
tax cuts. Economist Bruce Bartlett 
served as Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury for Economic Policy 
during the Reagan and George H.W. 
Bush administrations. Last month, 
when asked if tax cuts pay for them-
selves through greater economic 
growth, Mr. Bartlett said: 

That’s a lie. It’s always been a lie. . . . 
There’s not one iota of evidence that will 
support this argument. 

In fact, he added that wages actually 
fell—actually fell—for 10 years after 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986 was en-
acted. 

The Bush tax cuts didn’t benefit mid-
dle-income families in the long term. 
The Reagan tax cuts didn’t benefit 
middle-income families in the long 
term. What they did was cause the def-
icit to explode. That is a fact. We all 
know what happened next. Republican 
colleagues pointed to the huge deficits. 
President Bush said that now we need 
to privatize Social Security, cut Medi-
care because, oh, my gosh, we have big 
deficits. Thankfully, Democrats put an 
end to that plan. Well, another distin-
guished Republican President once 
said: ‘‘There you go again,’’ and that is 
true. 

The recently passed Republican budg-
et resolution makes it clear that their 
next step after this is to cut Medicare 
and Medicaid. In fact, their budget al-
ready allows almost $1.5 trillion to be 
cut from these programs. But don’t 
take my word for it. Take their word 
for it. Earlier this month, Speaker 
PAUL RYAN made the Republican plan 
very clear. He said: The next thing we 
are doing is going to entitlements— 
Medicare and Medicaid. In fact, after 
the numbers that just came out and 
the fact that even with dynamic scor-
ing—what many would call ‘‘voodoo 
scoring’’—it doesn’t solve the problem 
on deficits. So it means cutting Medi-
care and Medicaid may be suggested 
even sooner. 

You have huge tax giveaways to the 
wealthy 1 percent, which causes the 
deficit to explode and causes them to 
cut crucial programs like Medicare and 
Medicaid. That is the scenario that is 
in front of us. 

I hope people will remember this. 
This is only step one. When folks come 
back and say: Oh, my gosh, there is a 
huge deficit; we have to cut Medicare 
and Medicaid, they will remember this 
debate and this time. 

Middle-class families see their taxes 
go up. They see their healthcare costs 
go up, and they see Medicare, Social 
Security, and Medicaid cut. This is 
worse than a one-two punch. It is a 
one-two-three punch, and middle-class 
families will feel every blow. 

Michigan families deserve better 
than this. American families deserve 
better than this. American families de-
serve real tax reform that creates jobs 
and incentivizes companies to bring 
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jobs back to America by closing loop-
holes, not creating new ones; that pro-
tects our farmers, helps our small busi-
nesses, and puts more money in their 
pocket. That is what I support. 

They deserve to be told the truth 
about the end goal of this Republican 
tax plan. If Republicans mean it when 
they say middle-class families will get 
at least $4,000 more in wages, well then, 
everybody should be voting for my mo-
tion to commit because American 
working men and women know the 
proof is in their paycheck. The proof is 
in your paycheck. The proof is in your 
paycheck. That is what every single 
man and woman working today is 
going to look at—their paycheck. 

All I am saying is that, if you are 
going to tell them there is $4,000 more, 
then we are going to measure that in 
the next 2 years. If there is, that is ter-
rific, and if there isn’t, this tax scheme 
should stop. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Carolina. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, many 

people are asking the question: What is 
the difference? I believe my good friend 
from Michigan is sincere in her desire 
to see the middle class succeed under 
any tax reform package, and I agree. 

The fact of the matter is that we are 
not talking about Republicans versus 
Democrats when it comes to tax re-
form. We are talking about the Amer-
ican people. I wanted to make a list of 
those benefits that will go directly to 
the middle class—to every single tax 
bracket we have. Every bracket gets a 
tax cut. 

The typical American family makes 
around $73,000 a year. They will see 
their taxes come down about 60 per-
cent. If you are a single head of house-
hold—a single mom like mine—raising 
a couple of kids, making around $41,000 
a year, your taxes under the new tax 
reform plan comes down about 75 per-
cent. 

We are actually going to help by 
nearly doubling the standard deduc-
tion. If you are a single person, your 
current deduction is $6,300. Under our 
plan, it goes to $12,000. 

If you are a single head of household, 
it is $9,300 now. It goes to $18,000 under 
our proposal. 

If you are in a dual-income house-
hold, the current deduction is around 
$12,000. We double it to $24,000. 

We double the child tax credit to 
$2,000. 

I will tell you that there is a lot 
being said on the floor, and much of it 
is hard to follow. I like to keep things 
simple. If you are a single head of 
household with $41,000, put simply, 
there is a 75-percent cut in your taxes. 
If you are the typical American family 
earning around $73,000, the average tax 
cut is around 60 percent. We are dou-
bling your standard deduction. We are 
doubling the child tax credit. There is 
a whole lot in this bill that benefits 
hard-working, everyday Americans. 

I am glad that my friends on the left 
are finally concerned about the debt. 

This is a good thing. Under the last 8 
years in the previous administration, 
our debt climbed from $10 trillion to 
$20 trillion. So it is good news that we 
will finally have an opportunity to ad-
dress that debt. 

If we are going to address the debt, 
we are going to have to grow our econ-
omy. Growing our economy requires us 
to do a couple of things. No. 1, we have 
to make sure that our Tax Code is com-
petitive in a global economy. Today, 35 
percent is the highest in the industri-
alized world. Our competition is around 
23 percent. We have to be in a competi-
tive position so we grow our economy 
here at home. We do that with a 20-per-
cent rate. 

If we want to make sure that the 
economy of the future is built here at 
home, we also have to be able to bring 
home overseas profits, also known as 
repatriating those dollars—$2.5 tril-
lion—and build factories and build op-
portunities with that $2.5 trillion here 
at home, creating hundreds of thou-
sands of new jobs. 

Our tax reform package focuses spe-
cifically where America lives. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 

appreciate the fact that I am able to 
follow my colleague from South Caro-
lina, who has, I think, described and 
encapsulated in pretty simple terms 
this proposal before us. 

This tax proposal is good for the 
country. It is good for American fami-
lies. It is good for Alaskan families and 
South Carolina families. I am pleased 
to be able to join my colleagues this 
afternoon in support of the reconcili-
ation legislation that we have pending 
before us. 

I happen to believe that the tax re-
form title will help our families keep 
more of their hard-earned dollars. I 
think it will make American busi-
nesses more competitive. I am also 
proud to be the author of the energy 
title contained within this measure 
that works to strengthen our long-term 
energy security. I think it is important 
that we recognize the magnitude of the 
moment. Once in a generation we have 
an opportunity to really take a hard 
look at our economy, the role that 
Congress can play in encouraging new 
growth, and then take the action that 
we need to get the economy back on 
track. 

Our historic tax reform effort will 
grow Alaska and the Nation’s econ-
omy. When you look at it from the 
broader view—from a thousand-foot 
view—the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act is 
pro-economy, and it is pro-growth. It is 
a pro-jobs proposal that reduces taxes 
and puts dollars in the pockets of hard- 
working Americans at every income 
level. 

Think about all that it does in terms 
of boosting the economy to create 
jobs—jobs that feed our families and 
that help put our kids through college, 
jobs that allow you to save for the un-

expected events, to be able to retire 
with peace of mind, and the flexibility 
to be the great innovators that we are 
in this country. 

What we see in this proposal are 
meaningful developments in the tax 
code to provide substantive relief to 
Americans across the economic spec-
trum. 

In Alaska, if you take a family of 
four with two kids, earning $50,000, 
that uses the standard deduction, they 
are going to see a tax decrease of $1,400. 
If the same family earns about $75,000, 
that tax liability would be reduced by 
$2,000. The child tax credit benefit that 
we see from doubling or nearly dou-
bling that tax credit is from $1,000 to 
$2,000—$1,000 of which is refundable. It 
also expands the eligibility of children 
under 18, providing significant assist-
ance to the 22 million Americans who 
use the child tax credit. 

In terms of simplifying the tax code, 
how often do we hear our constituents 
say: Just make it simpler for us? By 
making it a simpler, fairer tax treat-
ment for individuals in every income 
bracket, again, this is a proposal that 
delivers. 

Most Americans take advantage of 
the standard deduction, and this act 
doubles the standard deduction, result-
ing in a $12,000 deduction for single fil-
ers, and $24,000 for married taxpayers 
filing jointly. 

I focus a lot on the families in Alas-
ka. We don’t happen to have a lot of 
large corporations, but when you look 
to the benefits contained within this 
proposal and the impact they will have 
on our larger businesses and our cor-
porations, they are significant. Recog-
nizing the steps that we are taking to 
lower the corporate rates to allow us to 
be more competitive, not only in this 
country, but globally, all we need to do 
is really to look to what we are seeing 
already with the uptick in businesses 
and how we can be doing more to help 
further incent that. 

I think we recognize that lower cor-
porate tax rates will allow our busi-
nesses to compete against our foreign 
competitors and make the investments 
in American operations. It will bring 
the jobs—the economic growth that 
has alluded us for so many years. 

In Alaska, it is over 99 percent. Actu-
ally, 99.6 percent of our businesses are 
small businesses. They are taxed at the 
individual rate. So the discussion that 
we have had with regard to allowing 
owners of passthrough small businesses 
to be able to deduct an additional per-
cent of their business income from 
their taxes is a significant benefit for 
our entrepreneurs, and one I certainly 
endorse. 

Some of the other provisions that 
help our businesses are these: the 100 
percent immediate full business ex-
pensing for the next five years and the 
expansion of the Section 179 small busi-
ness expensing. These incentivize the 
kind of foundational investments that 
implement long-term plans. They help 
to expand operations and encourage 
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businesses to take that risk that is 
needed when we are talking about cre-
ating lasting economic growth. 

The bill also helps our smaller busi-
nesses protect what they built. When 
someone passes on, they have the abil-
ity to be able to pass it to that next 
generation. What we have done with 
the doubling of the exemption for the 
estate tax is important. There has been 
a lot of discussion about the benefits 
that is seen with this particular provi-
sion for our farmers. In Alaska, we 
don’t have a big agriculture section of 
our State, but we view our fishermen, 
really, as the farmers or the ranchers 
of the sea—truly small businessmen. 
When you think about the investment 
that a fishing family makes in a vessel, 
in the gear, in the permits, in the 
quota, you can have a significant in-
vestment totaling millions of dollars— 
$7 or $8 million. It is about a million 
dollars when you think about the quota 
and the permits there. So we are recog-
nizing how we are able to provide just 
a little bit of relief to those smaller 
families. I don’t think they would con-
sider themselves millionaires in the 
sense of having that disposable income, 
but being able to pass on that hard 
work that you have built as a small 
family operator in a fishing business is 
important, and it is significant. 

The bottom line is that this is a pro-
posal that does work. It does work for 
Alaska families. It does work for our 
families. It gets dollars into their 
pockets and relief to our families, and 
it will help to restore competition in 
the global marketplace and, certainly, 
for job creators and also in the con-
fidence that now is the time to invest 
in America. 

I thank the members of the Finance 
Committee and the good work done by 
Chairman HATCH for the work they 
have done on tax reform. 

I would also like to thank the mem-
bers of the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee who worked with 
me to report the second title of this 
legislation and to report it on a bipar-
tisan basis. 

We have very straightforward text. It 
is just six pages in total, which is pret-
ty impressive in this day and age, but 
this small package offers a tremendous 
opportunity for Alaska, for the Gulf 
Coast, and really for all of our Nation. 

Within this title, we authorize re-
sponsible energy development in the 
1002 area. This covers 1.57 million acres 
of land in the non-wilderness portion of 
ANWR in the northeastern corner of 
the State. We require the program to 
be managed in a manner similar to the 
environmentally protective framework 
that is used for other Federal lands on 
Alaska’s North Slope. It also provides 
for two lease sales to be conducted over 
the next 10 years. 

In terms of how the revenues are 
shared, we split the revenues from de-
velopment evenly between the Federal 
Government and the State of Alaska. 
We have limited surface development 
to just 2,000 Federal acres within the 

1002 area. This is just one ten-thou-
sandth of all of ANWR. Again, we are 
talking about a very limited surface 
development to just 2,000 Federal acres 
within the 1002 area. 

Many have raised concerns, asking, 
what about the environmental process? 
Do you sidestep that? Not at all. We 
have not preempted the environmental 
review process. We have not limited 
the consultation process with Alaska 
Natives in any way. All the relevant 
laws, regulations, and Executive Orders 
will apply under our language. 

I think it is important to recognize 
that this is not something that just 
kind of appeared. Our title is the result 
of a regular order process here in the 
Senate. It will include a regular order 
environmental process, with laws like 
NEPA fully applied after we pass it. So 
we have a regular order process before 
as well as after. 

We also strengthened our bipartisan 
title in committee during our regular 
order markup by adding a bipartisan 
amendment that was sponsored by Sen-
ators CASSIDY, STRANGE, and KING. 
Their provision will increase revenue 
sharing in the Gulf Coast to be used for 
priorities like coastal restoration and 
hurricane protection. I think, as we 
have seen, given the hurricanes they 
have endured in the gulf region this 
year, there is certainly need for this 
critical investment. 

The 1002 area in the northeast corner 
of Alaska is a long way from the Gulf 
Coast, but it will bring substantial ben-
efits to every part of our Nation. With 
this provision, we will generate sub-
stantial revenues for long-term deficit 
reduction—well over $100 billion over 
the life of the fields. I think it is im-
portant to keep it in context. We are 
not just talking about the short term 
within this 10-year window but what 
will come our way over the life of the 
field in terms of revenues to the coun-
try. 

We are going to create thousands of 
jobs, not just in Alaska but really all 
over the country. We will reduce our 
foreign oil dependence. This is impor-
tant because we are projected to re-
main a net importer long into the fu-
ture. In States like California, our for-
eign dependence has actually deepened 
as we have seen Alaska’s oil production 
decline. So this means jobs and reve-
nues for them as well. 

Of course, you cannot talk about en-
ergy security without recognizing the 
benefits to our country’s national secu-
rity and what this yields. 

We are also taking a major step to 
make energy more affordable. The fact 
is, the world is using more oil, not less. 
Our prices are rising. OPEC would like 
to keep it that way, regardless of the 
consequences for America. Meanwhile, 
the International Energy Agency, 
among others, is warning of a looming 
shortfall in global supply. We have seen 
the price spikes and the disorders that 
result when we fail to respond and to 
be prepared. 

I think we recognize that these are 
all significant benefits—jobs, revenues, 

national security, affordability—but 
we should be equally confident that 
this will not come at the expense of our 
environment simply because we have 
the technologies, the new develop-
ments that really have worked to dra-
matically reduce the footprint of devel-
opment—smaller than ever. The size of 
development pads on Alaska’s North 
Slope has decreased by roughly 80 per-
cent since we began operations in the 
1970s. New technologies have expanded 
the subsurface reach of the new rigs by 
more than 4,000 percent. 

Folks have seen the various charts 
that we have had here on the floor that 
show just how far we are able to reach 
below the surface from one single well. 
If you were to drill down from below 
the Capitol here, expanded-reach tech-
nology can take you all the way out to 
the National Harbor, just to kind of 
put things in context. So the tech-
nologies allow us to have a much 
smaller footprint. 

Many exploration wells are now 
being built using ice roads and ice pads 
that melt when the spring thaw comes, 
leaving no impact to the tundra. 

Making sure that we are being envi-
ronmentally conscious at every turn is 
what we do and is a priority for us in 
Alaska. 

We hear the baseless claims of de-
struction and devastation, but the re-
ality is that is not our experience in 
Alaska. That is not how we do busi-
ness. We need less land to access more 
resources than ever before. That is the 
reality in Alaska today. Alaskans un-
derstand this, and that is why there are 
so many of us who so strongly support 
this development—our entire congres-
sional delegation, our Independent 
Governor, our Democratic Lieutenant 
Governor, our Alaska Natives who live 
on the North Slope, including in 
Kaktovik, which is actually in the 1002 
area. 

Some people say this is an area that 
is untouched and unspoiled. Well, you 
need to talk to people who live in 
Kaktovik who fly in on the airstrip 
there, whose children attend the 
school, who work in the clinic. These 
are people who also support the devel-
opment. 

The Voice of the Arctic Inupiat, the 
North Slope Borough, dozens of our 
State legislators, and hundreds of Alas-
kans have called and written in sup-
port of this effort. That is no surprise 
because 70 percent of Alaskans support 
responsible energy development in the 
non-wilderness 1002 area. They are 
joined by many national stakeholders. 
We have the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, the National Association of 
Manufacturers, Americans for Pros-
perity, Securing America’s Future En-
ergy, North America’s Building Trades, 
the Laborers’ International Union of 
North America, and the International 
Union of Operating Engineers, just to 
name a few. 

There are some who worry about the 
potential impacts of development in 
the 1002 area, and I would be the first 
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to agree that the environment and 
local wildlife will always be a concern, 
always be a priority. That is why we 
did not waive NEPA or any other envi-
ronmental laws. That is why the con-
sultation requirements with our Alas-
ka Native people still apply. That is 
why surface development will cover up 
to, but no more, than 2,000 Federal 
acres. 

The fact is, we will not sacrifice wild-
life or the environment for the sake of 
development, but we also recognize 
that is not a choice we face. This is not 
an either/or proposition. This has not 
been the experience in Prudhoe Bay, 
where we have seen the Central Arctic 
caribou herd grow more than sevenfold 
since development began, and it comes 
because we are taking care of our lands 
as we seek to develop. 

If we are allowed to move forward 
with development, we will do it right. 
We will take care of our lands. We will 
take care of our wildlife. We will take 
care of our people. 

I wouldn’t support development if I 
were not convinced that it can be done 
safely and responsibly. I was born in 
Alaska. I know I am the first Senator 
serving who was born in Alaska, actu-
ally in the territory of Alaska. It will 
always be my home. My husband and I 
have raised our boys there, and we 
hope they lead a long and a healthy life 
in this amazing and beautiful place. We 
know there is no one who cares more 
about our place, these spaces, than 
those who call it home. We love this 
place, and we will not risk its future 
for the sake of development. But, 
again, we know that is not the case 
here. We know that is not the trade-off. 
We know this is not an either/or propo-
sition. 

The 1002 area was created by congres-
sional compromise decades ago, and we 
always knew that its future would re-
quire another compromise. Today, we 
have it before us. We are not asking to 
develop all of the 1002 area. We are ask-
ing instead for 2,000 Federal acres— 
about one ten-thousandth of all of 
ANWR. We have waited nearly 40 years 
for the right technologies to come 
along so that the footprint of develop-
ment is small enough to ensure that 
the environment is protected going for-
ward. 

I encourage Members to recognize 
the tremendous opportunity we have 
before us. It is clear from my words 
today and those leading up to it that I 
support this legislation, and I would 
encourage every Member to follow suit. 

I thank the Chair. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

YOUNG). The Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, we 

have seen a number of battles here re-
cently that involve the question of, is 
our country going to make laws by and 
for the powerful or by and for the peo-
ple? 

We saw a healthcare debate where 
my colleagues across the aisle wanted 
to rip healthcare from 20 to 30 million 

hard-working Americans in order to de-
liver tax benefits to the very richest 
among us. Fortunately, we were able to 
stop that. 

We have heard conversation here on 
the floor about the arbitration fairness 
regulation, which said that nobody 
should be forced into an arbitration 
when the other side gets to hire the 
judge, gets to promise the judge future 
business, and gets to determine the 
outcome of the decision. Yet my col-
leagues across the aisle voted for the 
powerful to be able to have this fixed 
system to cheat the consumers of 
America. 

Then most recently we had this ques-
tion on the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau. The people of the 
United States love the fact that we fi-
nally have an organization that fights 
for them in fairness and financial deals 
so that predatory lending would be 
brought to a halt. But my colleagues 
on the other side of this spectrum said: 
No. Let’s support the appointment of 
someone to run this who wants to tear 
down that organization so there will no 
longer be the protection for people. 

Time and time again, within just a 
few weeks, my colleagues across the 
aisle have said: We are for the powerful 
to crush the people. Well, we are fight-
ing for the people, and now we are 
fighting for the people on this horren-
dous tax legislation. 

I have come to the floor to be with 
my colleague from Minnesota to point 
out some of the worst provisions of this 
bill, and I turn to her for her opening 
comments. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator MERKLEY for his leader-
ship. 

Mr. President, this current Tax 
Code—I would love to see tax reform. I 
have long advocated for it. I actually 
would like to see the business rates go 
down. I would like to see the money 
come in from overseas and some incen-
tives put in place. But this bill is ex-
treme. This bill puts a $1.4 trillion hole 
in the debt. That is what it does—addi-
tional debt. 

In fact, just yesterday, the congres-
sional Joint Committee on Taxation 
said that even when you account for 
any economic growth—and this is the 
umpire here—that would add $1 trillion 
to the Federal budget deficit over the 
next decade. 

So what I would like to see—and 
what I thought we were talking about 
at the beginning of the year—is a bi-
partisan effort. Seventeen of us who 
are willing to cross the aisle and who 
have had a track record of working on 
bipartisan bills stood up just this week 
and said: Work with us. Instead, what 
we have is a partisan bill that blows up 
the debt. We have a partisan bill that 
would be devastating to our economy. 
No one has even had a hearing. No one 
has even looked at what the con-
sequences would be in this bill. Lit-
erally, on the hour, we are getting calls 
in my office from small businesses, 
from regular people, from Main Street 

businesses that have no idea what is 
going to happen to them under this 
bill. All they know right now for sure 
is that it adds over $1 trillion to the 
debt. 

Where is the transportation funding 
we thought we could do with this bill? 
We brought the money back from over-
seas and tied that into infrastructure 
funding. That didn’t happen. What is 
missing from the bill? Where is getting 
rid of the oil giveaways? Where is im-
plementing the Buffett rule? Where is 
getting rid of something the President 
said he wanted to change; that is, the 
carried interest rule. None of that is in 
there. Instead, what we have, what our 
constituents are going to get here at 
Christmas, is a stocking full of a big 
lump of debt. 

One of the things that we know is an 
issue with this bill is the double tax-
ation we see in the bill. 

Mr. MERKLEY. In fact, that is in-
deed one of the big lumps of coal Amer-
icans are getting. One in three Amer-
ican taxpayers utilizes this deduction, 
as should anyone who pays State and 
local taxes. How fair is it that on the 
money people have already paid out in 
taxes—taxes to one government organi-
zation—they get taxed on by the Fed-
eral Government? It is double taxation. 
The Republicans, in this bill, are stand-
ing for the unfair double taxation of 
Americans. It is absolutely wrong, and 
it is a big deal. 

The average deduction in Oregon 
among those who use the SALT deduc-
tion is about $12,000. That is a very sig-
nificant factor. That means their taxes 
are going to go up. The Republicans, 
with this bill, are saying yes to unfair 
double taxation, and we are saying no. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, an-
other troubling aspect of this bill is the 
inclusion of a provision to repeal a key 
part of the Affordable Care Act that 
would kick 13 million—13 million—peo-
ple off of their insurance by 2027 and 
increase the individual market pre-
miums by 10 percent. We should be 
helping with the premiums, not in-
creasing the premiums. This means 
less money in the pockets of American 
middle-class families—less money to 
save for retirement, less money for col-
lege. That is what we are talking about 
here. 

The American people, in fact, want 
us to work together to make fixes to 
the Affordable Care Act. That is what 
we did just about a month and a half 
ago. The Alexander-Murray bill—12 Re-
publicans, 12 Democratic cosponsors, 
and I am one of them—that bill is sit-
ting out there. Yet, without even con-
sidering that, what does this bill do? It 
gets rid of the individual mandate. 

Senators ALEXANDER and MURRAY 
held a series of hearings and discus-
sions on commonsense solutions. They 
actually had a hearing on their com-
mittee. They had Governors come in, 
Democrats and Republicans together, 
and that is how they put that product 
together. It is a model for how we can 
put a bill together. 
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Instead of that kind of bipartisan ap-

proach, this tax bill not only repeals an 
important part of the Affordable Care 
Act, but it would lead to hundreds of 
billions of dollars in cuts to Medicare 
and Medicaid, hurting our seniors. 
Both Minnesota and Oregon have sig-
nificant rural populations, and those 
hospitals are just hanging on the edge 
as it is. 

Now, what do we do? We sock them 
with this: getting rid of the individual 
mandate which will, in the end, raise 
rates and hurt the Affordable Care Act 
as opposed to making some common-
sense changes. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, yet 
another terrible provision in this bill is 
the dynasty loophole. 

Now, in a bill that the Republicans 
are saying is targeted at the middle 
class, why would you give $269 billion 
to the richest 0.2 percent of Americans? 
Envision a room with 1,000 people in it, 
pick out the 2 richest people, and give 
them $269 billion. That is what this bill 
does. 

Now, this dynasty loophole is a way 
for the richest Americans to bypass 
ever paying capital gains, as they pass 
their wealth from one generation to 
the next. It is an enormous tax dodge, 
but if you or I sell a property while we 
are alive, we have to pay capital gains 
on it. The rich don’t need to sell prop-
erty over the course of their lives; they 
can simply hold it to the end of their 
life and pass it on to the next genera-
tion, never paying capital gains, and 
the next generation gets it marked up 
to market rate so that can never be re-
covered. 

What we are talking about here is a 
principle that the early American 
Founders really detested. They had 
seen in Europe that very rich families 
could pass on wealth from one genera-
tion to the next and could control 
power in the country. That was the vi-
sion of government by and for the pow-
erful, accentuated by the passage of 
vast wealth from one generation to the 
next. The Americans said: No. We want 
a different form of government, one 
which empowers decisions to make 
every family thrive; give them a 
chance, every family, to succeed. 

That is the vision of ‘‘We the Peo-
ple,’’ and that is the opposite of this 
dynasty loophole. 

I dare a single Republican to come to 
this floor and explain how giving $269 
billion to the richest 0.2 percent of 
Americans has anything to do with 
helping the middle class. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, 
this bill, as Senator MERKLEY has 
pointed out, is really a bait and switch. 
How? Under this bill, millions of mid-
dle-class Americans would end up pay-
ing more in taxes in the long run. It is 
a bait and switch: Get a little reduc-
tion, a few crumbs in your stocking in 
the short term, but in the long run, 
many of the tax cuts they receive, if 
they receive a tax cut at all, would 
only be temporary. 

In 10 years, most Americans earning 
$75,000 or less would pay more in taxes, 

while people earning more than $100,000 
a year would continue to pay less. 

According to an analysis by the In-
stitute on Taxation and Economic Pol-
icy, 644,000 Minnesotans with incomes 
below $153,800 would see a tax hike in 
2027. Yes, that is almost 650,000 Min-
nesotans who would see a tax hike if 
they make below about $153,000. 

I want to highlight again what Sen-
ator MERKLEY already discussed with 
the elimination of the State and the 
local tax deduction. Many middle-class 
families rely on these. In my State, we 
have both an income tax and State 
property taxes. Over 900,000 households 
claim the State and local income tax 
deduction, and over 850,000 claim the 
property tax deduction. We have a lot 
of homeowners in Minnesota. Both of 
these deductions are important for our 
middle-class Minnesota families. We 
want people to own homes. We want to 
make it easier for middle-class people 
to own homes. 

For example, a policeman and a 
teacher with two children, with a 
mortgage, could see their taxes go up 
under this bill by $250 to $500 a year. 
Maybe my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle don’t think that is a lot. 
Well, that is a lot for a middle-class 
family in my State. Once these cuts 
disappear in 2027, their tax bill would 
be $3,000 higher. Why is that? Because 
it is not offset by the fact that they 
can no longer deduct their State and 
local taxes. 

That is one example. Senator 
MERKLEY has others. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, not 
only do we have the dynasty loophole, 
we also have a sweetheart deal for very 
well-off LLCs—the type of LLCs Presi-
dent Trump has. He is rumored to have 
hundreds. I keep hearing the number 
500. We don’t actually have a document 
that tells us how many. 

These high-end LLCs already get a 
big advantage over C corporations be-
cause C corporations pay a tax at the 
corporate level, and then they pay a 
tax at the individual level when the 
dividends are received. Here we have it: 
a sweetheart deal that would create a 
windfall of $362 billion with almost 90 
percent of that going to the richest 1 
percent of Americans. 

Time after time after time, what we 
see are not benefits to the middle class; 
what we see are sweetheart deals for 
the very rich. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, the 
Senate bill also allows companies to 
blend the tax rate for income that is 
earned overseas, which may give com-
panies incentives to move jobs to for-
eign countries, which creates a whole 
new tax avoidance scheme. I wanted to 
bring that rate down, to bring jobs 
here, to make sure that money is in-
vested here, and to bring home some of 
the trillions of dollars that are over-
seas. That was a good idea. The only 
question was where was the rate, but 
not only did they change the rate, they 
actually changed the way we did those 
taxes. 

Bob Pozen, the former chairman of 
the oldest mutual fund company in the 
United States, has noted that the sys-
tem that is contained in this bill, 
which includes this new average min-
imum U.S. tax, is ‘‘like Swiss cheese. It 
has so many holes that it would rarely 
be paid by U.S. firms.’’ 

He goes on to say that, in fact, this 
proposal would encourage U.S. compa-
nies to relocate to foreign countries a 
lot of their intellectual property. A 
minimum tax would be effective only if 
it applied, he says, to the foreign taxes 
paid by U.S. companies on a country- 
by-country basis, rather than on an ag-
gregate basis across all foreign coun-
tries. Nevertheless, both the House and 
the Senate bill allow these companies 
to utilize this aggregate approach. 

Yet we have not had one hearing to 
look at this new system. Not only did 
we not have a hearing to look at what 
the new rate is, we didn’t look at the 
effect of this global minimum tax 
which encourages companies to place 
jobs in countries that have no taxes so 
they are offset by the ones that have 
higher taxes. 

This bill would allow a one-time op-
portunity to bring back some of the 
trillions of dollars. That is what we 
wanted to see in a bill, but that is not 
what we saw in this bill. 

I have always said that if we could 
bring back that money from overseas, 
we should at least put a percentage of 
it in infrastructure. That was going to 
be a gain from this bill. Democrats and 
Republicans talked about this as a way 
of financing infrastructure. 

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers’ 2017 report card gave our Na-
tion’s infrastructure an overall D-plus 
grade, but is there any incentive for in-
frastructure in this bill? No. Is there 
any financing authority like we have 
discussed to put bills forward on a bi-
partisan basis? No. Is there any chance 
to put any of this funding, when we are 
building up over $1 trillion in debt, into 
the highway fund? No. This money is 
not going to infrastructure for Ameri-
cans, and it is not going to middle- 
class Americans. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, we 
now go to the rapid round because we 
have 4 minutes left to cover our re-
maining topics. 

This provision is an attack on renew-
able energy. What does the Senate bill 
do? It undermines the integrity of the 
usefulness of the solar and wind energy 
credits, and then it proceeds to fail to 
address expiring credits or the credits 
that need to be renewed in geothermal 
and in biomass and in charging infra-
structure and in microhydropower. 
Then the House side makes it worse by 
proceeding to get rid of the credit for 
electric vehicles. 

What we have here is an effort to 
hand over the leadership on the next 
big vision for power in the world to the 
Chinese. Republicans are trying to help 
the Chinese take the lead and put 
America behind. That is not America 
first, that is America behind, and it is 
wrong and we oppose it. 
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Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Again, I conclude 

by asking our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle to work with us. Eight-
een Democratic Senators stood to-
gether with a track record of working 
across the aisle, asked them to join us 
to work on a bill that would actually 
help the American people, that 
wouldn’t add this big lump of debt into 
Americans’ stockings, but that is not 
what this bill is. This bill is about 
debt, it is about special interests, and 
it doesn’t help the middle class. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, the 

last loophole I will point out is the 
Trump loophole. We know, from the 
one tax return we have from President 
Trump, the only reason he paid taxes 
was the alternative minimum tax. In 
fact, he paid $38 million in taxes that 
year, and we were told he would have 
only paid about $5 million if it wasn’t 
for the alternative minimum tax. So 
there we have it, another big provision 
for the richest of America. 

This is not a bill that helps the mid-
dle class. It raises the taxes on millions 
and millions of middle-class Ameri-
cans, while provision after provision 
after provision is targeted at the very 
richest Americans. We need to stop 
this bill. 

Thank you. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I be-

lieve the Senator from Vermont is next 
up, and he has graciously agreed to let 
me take 2 minutes of time out of our 
side now, before he speaks, so I appre-
ciate that. I thank Senator SANDERS. 

Our colleagues were talking about a 
number of topics. One that they 
brought up was the SALT controversy, 
and the other was the individual man-
date. I am going to very briefly touch 
on these and hopefully have a chance 
to expand on these at another time. 

Let’s be very clear about what SALT 
is. This is an acronym for the State 
and local tax deduction. This is a pro-
vision in the Federal Tax Code that al-
lows taxpayers to deduct from their 
Federal return the State and local 
taxes that they pay. 

Some States have very high State 
and local taxes, and others have rel-
atively low ones. So what we have now 
in the current law is a mechanism by 
which low-tax States are required to 
subsidize high-tax States. It is not only 
States, by the way; it is also within a 
given State. But I don’t know how it 
could possibly be fair to force my con-
stituents who live in, say, Dauphin 
County, PA, and have relatively mod-
est services and pay a modest amount 
of taxes—why they should pay more in 
income taxes to subsidize someone who 
gets to live in a multimillion dollar 
condo in the Upper West Side of Man-
hattan, but that is exactly what hap-
pens. 

What we are doing is neutralizing 
this. We are saying: No, you are not 
going to be able to have this subsidy. 

Everyone is going to pay their own 
State and local taxes, and we will have 
a lower rate of Federal income tax as a 
result. 

Let’s be very clear. This benefits the 
wealthiest taxpayers. It is the wealthi-
est taxpayers who take the State and 
local tax deduction. A big majority of 
ordinary taxpayers take the standard 
deduction. They don’t itemize. They 
don’t take the State and local tax de-
duction. This is a blow for fairness 
among the States, but also within a 
State where you have varying tax ju-
risdictions. 

The second thing I want to point out 
is the individual mandate repeal. That 
is what we call it. In honesty, as we all 
know, what we have done is—we are ze-
roing out the penalty, the tax imposed 
on people who cannot afford or do not 
wish to purchase an ObamaCare plan. 
That is all we are doing here. Not a sin-
gle person is disqualified. Not a single 
person loses the benefit. There is no re-
duction in reimbursements to any 
healthcare providers. There is no 
spending. There is no reduction in 
spending. The word ‘‘Medicare’’ doesn’t 
come up; ‘‘Medicaid’’ doesn’t come up. 

What we are simply saying is this: If 
you find that these ObamaCare plans 
are not suitable for you and your fam-
ily or you can’t afford them, we are no 
longer going to hit you with a tax pen-
alty for the fact that you can’t afford 
this plan that is not well suited for 
you. That is all. 

Again, let’s be clear about who this 
affects. This terrible tax hits low-in-
come people the hardest. In Pennsyl-
vania, 83 percent of the people who pay 
the individual mandate tax make less 
than $50,000. 

What a terrible offense to our sense 
of freedom—the idea that the Federal 
Government would force someone to 
purchase a product or a service that 
they don’t want to buy, a service or 
product that doesn’t meet their needs, 
and then hit them with a tax if they 
don’t purchase it. It was always a very 
bad idea. This is a blow for freedom, 
and it is a tax relief measure, espe-
cially for low-income people. 

I thank the Senator from Vermont 
for giving me this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I am 
so happy that my colleague, my friend 
from Pennsylvania, is concerned about 
fairness, which, no doubt, is why 62 per-
cent of the benefits in this tax proposal 
are going to go to the top 1 percent, 
and after 10 years we are going to see 
over 80 million middle-class families 
pay more in taxes while the richest 
people in this country get huge tax 
breaks. If that is the definition of fair-
ness, then I don’t quite know what un-
fairness is about. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senators BLUMENTHAL, 
MERKLEY, and WARREN be added as co-
sponsors to amendment No. 1720, which 
I am offering. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the 
amendment I am offering with Sen-
ators LEAHY, BROWN, HARRIS, BALDWIN, 
UDALL, REED, MARKEY, HEINRICH, and 
HIRONO is very simple and straight-
forward, and I am glad that a number 
of my Republican colleagues are on the 
floor because they can help me as we 
go forward on this amendment. 

What my amendment would do is es-
tablish a point of order to prevent cuts 
to Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid benefits, which could be waived 
only by two-thirds of the Senate. In 
other words, what we are trying to do 
here is make it harder for there to be 
cuts to Social Security, Medicare, and 
Medicaid. 

I want everyone in America to know 
that this tax proposal is more than a 
tax proposal. It is my absolute belief 
that as soon as this tax proposal is 
completed and drives the deficit up by 
$1.4 trillion—I have zero doubt that my 
Republican colleagues are going to 
come back to the floor of the Senate 
and suddenly say: Oh, my goodness, the 
deficit has gone up. We have to cut So-
cial Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. 

I happen to see my friend from Penn-
sylvania here on the floor—a friend. I 
say to him, and I say to the leader of 
the Senate, Mr. MCCONNELL: I will 
withdraw this amendment if you can 
assure the American people tonight 
that you are not going to come back to 
the Senate and cut Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid. Can I have 
that assurance? 

Mr. TOOMEY. Sure. 
Mr. SANDERS. I would yield time— 

good. I would yield time to my friend 
from Pennsylvania to assure—now, I 
see Senator RUBIO down here as well. 
He just the other day—correct me if I 
am wrong, Senator RUBIO. I know you 
have just walked in, and I have gotten 
you into this debate. But correct me if 
I am wrong, if you did not say yester-
day that the Senate would now proceed 
to an ‘‘entitlement reform,’’ which, in 
fact, will mean cuts to Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid. 

I will yield to my friend from Florida 
to tell me whether I am accurately por-
traying what he said just the other 
day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, it would 
surprise my friend to know that in 
Florida we have a lot of people on 
Medicare and Social Security. 

Mr. SANDERS. I know that. 
Mr. RUBIO. One of them is my moth-

er. If I were to cut her Medicare and 
Social Security, sir, I probably would 
never be able to see her again or go 
home. So the answer to your question 
is no. 

As I have been clear time and again, 
I believe that for future generations, 
like mine, there need to be adjust-
ments made. 

Mr. SANDERS. Reclaiming my time. 
Let me quote you, Senator RUBIO, 

and tell me if this is right. This is a 
quote that you just made yesterday, 
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and if I am wrong, I apologize. But as 
I understand it, you spoke to a group of 
Wall Street lobbyists, and this is what 
you said: 

Many argue that you can’t cut taxes be-
cause it will drive up the deficit. But we 
have to do two things. We have to generate 
economic growth which generates revenue, 
while reducing spending. That will mean in-
stituting structural changes to Social Secu-
rity and Medicare for the future. 

Let me help define what my Repub-
lican colleagues mean when they talk 
about structural changes to Social Se-
curity and Medicare. It will mean that 
at a time when senior citizens are 
splitting their pills in half, Repub-
licans will go forward with massive 
cuts to Medicare. 

Maybe their idea will be to raise the 
retirement age to 70, forcing older 
workers in terms of Social Security to 
work more before they can get their 
benefits. Maybe it will be privatizing 
Medicare and giving people a voucher. 
When my Republican friends talk 
about saving Social Security and Medi-
care, what they are talking about is 
cutting it. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I will yield. 
Mr. TOOMEY. Thank you. 
Mr. SANDERS. I will yield 1 minute. 
Mr. TOOMEY. I thank the Senator. 
I just want to make a quick point. 

The Senator from Vermont is con-
cerned that we are going to cut Medi-
care or Medicaid. Neither word appears 
in the bill. 

Furthermore, if that were our plan, 
this would be the perfect vehicle to do 
it. It is reconciliation instruction. We 
could do it without requiring a single 
Democratic vote. We could do it. We 
could finish it. We have control of the 
House. If we had any intention of doing 
that, this would be the vehicle. But the 
words don’t even appear. 

Mr. SANDERS. OK, and I did not say 
the words do appear. What I did say is 
that when this legislation is passed and 
you add $1.4 trillion to the deficit, then 
you are going to come back and cut So-
cial Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. 

So is my friend from Pennsylvania 
now—and that is interesting—are you 
guaranteeing the American people that 
you will not be cutting Social Secu-
rity, Medicare, and Medicaid? 

Don’t use the word ‘‘save’’ because 
what ‘‘save’’ means is a cut. Will you 
guarantee the American people now 
that there will be zero cuts to benefits 
in Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid and that you are not—excuse me. 
It is my time. I will yield to you. I will 
yield to you, but let me finish. I yield-
ed to you before. 

Will you guarantee the people of this 
country that after this bill passes, you 
will not come back, raise the retire-
ment age, voucherize Medicare, raise 
the retirement age for Medicare, or cut 
cost-of-living increases by instituting a 
so-called Chained CPI? Do I have your 
word on that? 

Mr. TOOMEY. I have to disappoint 
the Senator from Vermont by inform-

ing him that there is no secret plan to 
do any of the above. We are not in 
some process to spring something. If 
we wanted to make these changes in 
Medicare and Medicaid, this would be 
the vehicle because we have reconcili-
ation protection. 

Mr. SANDERS. Let me be very clear. 
Do I have your word now that you as a 
Senator—I know you can’t speak for 
everybody—that as a Senator, after 
this bill is passed—and I suspect it 
will—you will not support any cuts to 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid? Do I have that word from you? 

Mr. TOOMEY. I am not going to sup-
port any cuts for people who are on the 
program and need—— 

Mr. SANDERS. Oh, there it is. 
Mr. TOOMEY. Those benefits. 
Mr. SANDERS. I am reclaiming my 

time—reclaiming my time. 
Mr. TOOMEY. We need this program 

for the next generation too. 
Mr. SANDERS. He just let the cat 

out of the box—or whatever the phrase 
is. He just told you he is going to cut 
Social Security. That is it, my friends. 
He will not cut it—what he just said is 
that he will not cut it for people on So-
cial Security right now. I hear that. 
But if you are 50 years of age or if you 
are 55 years of age, they just told you— 
my friend from Pennsylvania just told 
you that they may go forward to raise 
the retirement age; they may cut your 
cost-of-living adjustment. That is what 
he just said. 

So there is a plan, and that is exactly 
what they intend to do. That is why I 
hope we can get strong support for this 
amendment, which will require a two- 
thirds vote to prevent any cuts to So-
cial Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, how much 

time is remaining on our side? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 

14 minutes. 
Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, just for 

clarification for the Senator from 
Vermont, I didn’t speak to a group of 
people from Wall Street. I spoke at a 
POLITICO breakfast—POLITICO mag-
azine, newspaper, whatever it is. I 
didn’t know it had anything to do with 
Wall Street. 

The second point that I would raise 
on this topic is, this is not a debate on 
Social Security or Medicaid—which I 
am happy to have. It is an important 
program. I think if you are 50 years of 
age or older and near retirement or in 
retirement, there are not going to be 
any changes to that program. I think if 
you are 46 or 36 or 26, you should be 
worried that there won’t be Social Se-
curity or Medicaid if it continues on its 
current track. That is an important de-
bate, and I hope we will have it. 

But I want to talk today about some-
thing different, and that is the child 
tax credit. Yesterday, Senator LEE and 
I announced a plan that would expand 
it and make it fully refundable against 
payroll tax to help working families 

across this country, and it has been the 
subject of pretty significant criticism 
from some, including—the Senator 
from Vermont would be interested in 
hearing this—the Wall Street Journal, 
which editorialized against it today. So 
I want to address some of those criti-
cisms because I think many of them 
are just not valid. They are all invalid, 
but a couple are actually disrespectful 
to American workers. 

Here is the first one that is not valid: 
We have already expanded the child tax 
credit to $2,000, and that is enough. 

Well, it is not enough, and here is 
why. Most families who make between 
$20,000 and $50,000 don’t really benefit 
from that expansion. They don’t make 
a lot of money, so they don’t owe a lot 
in income tax, which is what the addi-
tional expansion in the child tax credit 
applies against. Since most of the 
$2,000 child credit applies only to in-
come tax and their primary liability is 
payroll tax, they get nowhere near the 
$2,000 benefit. 

The cost of raising a child is not any 
cheaper for a family making $40,000 
than it is for a family making $200,000, 
and I would argue the family making 
$40,000 needs the credit more than the 
family making $200,000. Yet somehow 
we have a provision in which the fam-
ily making more gets more for their 
children than the family making less. 
That makes no sense. 

The second thing I heard today—and 
I hadn’t heard this one before—is that 
this is actually a negative tax; that 
people aren’t just getting their taxes 
phased out, they are actually getting 
money on top of it. That is false be-
cause our plan is limited to your tax li-
ability. You can’t get any more credit 
than what you paid in taxes. If you owe 
$1,200 in taxes, the most your credit 
can be is $1,200. It can’t be above and 
beyond your tax liability. 

The third one I have heard from a 
number of people is that this is wel-
fare. This one is false. To call the child 
tax credit welfare is downright dis-
respectful to the American worker. 
Who are the people who would benefit 
from this? Let me tell you who they 
are: truckdrivers making $36,000 a year, 
welders making $39,000 a year, con-
struction workers making $43,000 a 
year, firefighters making $48,000 a year. 
These are not freeloaders. This is not 
welfare. This is their money. These are 
people who are working and make too 
much to get welfare from the govern-
ment, but they aren’t paid enough to 
afford many things in life. This would 
be, for example, about 8.5 million work-
ing families who make between $20,000 
and $50,000—if this graph lines up—of 
an average cut of $800, which is not a 
lot of money, but it is $800 more than 
what they have now if we were to ex-
pand it in this way. 

I alluded to the editorial board of the 
Wall Street Journal that I generally 
agree with on most topics. They have 
never liked this child tax credit debate 
or idea. They claimed this provision is 
anti-work. That isn’t just false, it is ri-
diculous. You can’t get the child credit 
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if you are not working. You can’t apply 
it against payroll tax unless you have 
payroll taxes off your paycheck. How 
can a tax credit that you can only get 
if you are working be anti-work? That 
is not just false, it is ridiculous. 

The fifth argument is about the cor-
porate rate. Our corporate rate is 35 
percent. We proposed to cut it to 22 
percent. Somehow, unless it is 20 per-
cent, it is going to be a catastrophe for 
the American economy. That wasn’t 
the case a few years ago. I campaigned 
for President and for U.S. Senate on a 
25-percent corporate tax rate, and ev-
erybody said that would lead to 
growth. 

In 2014, Americans for Tax Reform, 
the group led by Grover Norquist, 
called for a 25-percent rate. It said a 
corporate income tax rate from 35 to 25 
is badly needed. It moves the U.S. rate 
closer to the developed nation average, 
and it would help with growth. The 
Senate Finance Committee inter-
national tax bipartisan working group 
called for 25 percent. The Heritage 
Foundation in 2010 called for 25 per-
cent. The National Association of Man-
ufacturers in 2014 called for 25 percent. 
Speaker RYAN’s Path to Prosperity 2013 
budget called for 25 percent. The Alli-
ance for Competitive Taxation called 
for 25 percent. I am saying 22 percent. 

By the way, this argument ignores 
all the other things that are in place— 
immediate expense, repatriation, all 
sorts of other things. It is not just the 
13-percent tax cut or 15-percent tax 
cut, it is all the other things that come 
with it. By the way, if there is a better 
way to pay for what we are trying to 
do, we are open to it. 

Mr. COONS. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. RUBIO. I will yield, as long as it 
doesn’t count against my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. COONS. I wanted to briefly ask 
my friend, the Senator from Florida, if 
I correctly heard, as I believe I just did, 
that an entire range of economic 
groups—advocates from the National 
Association of Manufacturers, Business 
Roundtable, even Grover Norquist—as 
recently as the last Presidential cam-
paign believed that a corporate rate 
cut from 35 to 25 would be significantly 
stimulative, would accomplish the 
goals of improving growth; is that 
roughly what you were just saying? 

Mr. RUBIO. That has been the gold 
standard for a significant period of 
time. That is what I campaigned on. 
That is a promise I made, and I want it 
to be even lower than that, at 22 per-
cent. By the way, if there is a better 
way to pay for what I am trying to do 
here, I am open to that. 

I want to make two more points of 
criticism. We already have too many 
people not paying income tax. This 
would create even more. In essence, it 
narrows the base. First of all, to the 
extent this credit takes people off the 
tax rolls at all, it isn’t forever. It is 
until their children turn 17. 

The second argument—and I actually 
agree with this—is what we are doing 
here is going to make us more competi-
tive in the world, and that is going to 
lead to economic growth. That is not 
just going to create more jobs, it is 
going to create pay. We have been told 
by the White House economists, by the 
Finance Committee, by multiple dif-
ferent experts that we can expect to 
see real wage growth, on average, up to 
$4,000. 

If you are going to be raising wages, 
then you are going to have people grad-
uating to higher tax brackets or into 
the income tax range. In essence, what 
the people who make this argument are 
saying is, for purposes of economic 
growth and revenue, this is going to be 
dynamic, and it is going to grow the 
economy. I agree with that, but for 
purposes of the child tax credit, a 
bunch of people are not going to get 
pay raises. They are going to get stuck 
where they are today, and they will 
never pay income tax. 

It can’t be both. It is either one or 
the other. I believe it is growth. I be-
lieve there are people making $50,000 
now that one day may make $55,000 or 
$60,000 and continue to move up. By the 
way, once their kids turn 17, the credit 
goes away. 

The last argument, that it is not pro- 
growth, it is not stimulative. I know 
economists struggle to quantify it. I 
believe it is stimulus. Do you know 
what teaches me that? Not an econo-
mist or some book I read, real life 
teaches me this. Here is why. If you 
make $50,000 or $40,000 a year, and you 
get $800 back in your taxes, do you 
know what you are going do with that 
money? You are not going to put it 
under your mattress or in a coffee can 
and bury it in your backyard. You are 
going to spend that money. You are 
going to buy your kids clothes, shoes, 
and Christmas gifts. You may even be 
able to spend an extra day on vacation. 
You are going to spend it at the very 
businesses and into the very economy 
we are going to try to grow. 

People making $50,000 a year con-
sume almost all of the money they 
make. They are going to spend it on 
their children, but they are also going 
to spend it into the economy. If you be-
lieve that leaving more money in the 
hands of businesses leads to growth— 
and I do. I also believe that leaving 
more money in the hands of families 
leads to economic activity, and that is 
a positive thing. 

The reason I am so passionate about 
it is—and I will close with this—I think 
one of the things we have been missing 
for too long is the working men and 
women of this country who have been 
hurt badly by the economic restruc-
turing that we are going through—au-
tomation, outsourcing, and all sorts of 
changes in the American economy. 

I think about my parents who worked 
in the service sector. Thirty years ago, 
as a waitress, as a bartender, and as a 
maid, my parents were able to afford to 
own a home. You know for a fact that 

at least in Miami, FL, today, a bar-
tender and a maid will struggle to own 
a home, not to mention afford the 
things that people need to afford living 
there. 

We need to do something to help peo-
ple because they are being left behind. 
This new economy is great for a lot of 
people with the right degrees and the 
right industry, with the right skills. 
We are leaving millions of people 
stuck, and no one fights for them be-
cause they don’t have a lobbyist, they 
don’t have a trade association, and 
they don’t have a newspaper that edi-
torializes for them. We need to fight 
for them too. Leaving them a little bit 
more of their money that they earned 
by working is not too much to ask. We 
need a pro-growth and a pro-worker tax 
reform, and that is what we endeavor 
to do. 

I hope I can get, when the time 
comes to offer that amendment, the 
support of as many of you as possible. 
This will not make life perfect, but for 
hard-working families, firefighters, and 
construction workers, whatever little 
more we can let them keep is more 
than what they have now, and it is 
going to make their lives and their 
children’s lives better than it is today. 
Ultimately, isn’t that what we are here 
to do? 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
If no one yields time, time will be 

charged equally to both sides. 
The Senator from Michigan. 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, in a 

few minutes, we are going to be voting 
on a motion of mine that actually 
dovetails with what the distinguished 
Senator from Florida was talking 
about in terms of hard-working people 
who have been told there will be a min-
imum of $4,000 put into their wages 
based on what is being done in the Sen-
ate with the Republican tax proposal. 
We have no evidence of that. In fact, 
we have no economic scoring that 
shows that. We have no evidence in the 
past that has ever been done with sup-
ply-side economics. If that is true, at 
least $4,000 in people’s wages is great. I 
think that is wonderful. We want to 
guarantee that. We want to make sure 
the proof is in somebody’s paycheck. 

I am very pleased to have Senators 
CASEY, VAN HOLLEN, UDALL, CARDIN, 
BOOKER, WYDEN, MENENDEZ, HARRIS, 
and BROWN joining me in a very simple 
approach that I would hope everybody 
would support. If you are confident 
that what is being done here in this 
supply-side tax cut is going to end up 
with $4,000 in the pockets of middle- 
class families, then let’s make sure it 
is true. Let’s make sure that happens. 

We are going to measure this in 2 
years. If it doesn’t happen in the next 
2 years, then the tax cuts stop. Why? 
Because all they are doing is blowing a 
hole in the budget. All they are doing 
is creating more deficits and not put-
ting money in people’s pockets. 

I hope everyone will join me. I agree, 
we have hard-working folks who have 
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seen their wages flat for years. They 
have seen not only their wages flat but 
their pensions attacked, and they find 
themselves in a situation where, yes, 
they are working, but the wages are 
down or maybe it is two jobs now in-
stead of one in order to be able to keep 
the same wage, but they feel like they 
are treading water and not getting 
ahead. Folks are talking a lot about 
that, about wanting to help middle- 
class families. Great. I have a lot of 
folks in Michigan who would love to 
have $4,000, $5,000, $6,000 more in their 
wages. I would love to support some-
thing that does that. 

Let me go back and say, it didn’t 
happen under the Bush tax cuts, even 
under Reagan tax cuts. Wages were flat 
for the next 10 years. It certainly 
didn’t happen in Kansas with what 
they did, doing the same kind of sup-
ply-side economics. If this could actu-
ally work, sign me up. I think people 
deserve to make sure that promise will 
be kept. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Ms. STABENOW. I would urge that 
we vote to make sure the proof is in 
the people’s paychecks, and that is 
what this motion is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, my 
friend the Senator from Michigan has 
offered an instruction that says the 
corporate tax rate must revert back to 
35 percent in the event that real aver-
age household wages do not increase by 
at least $4,000 by 2020. In our bill, the 
corporate rate goes from 35 down to 20 
percent in 2019. On the basis of 1 year 
of a competitive corporate rate, we are 
supposed to believe that corporations 
are going to change their behavior and 
make the kind of investment that fol-
lows from the incentives we have when 
they know, if this were adopted, that 
the rate goes back to 35 1 year later? 
No. This is designed to be a self-ful-
filling prophecy to guarantee that 
there can be no growth, and then we go 
back to uncompetitive, very high cor-
porate tax rates that is stipulated 
right here at 35 percent 

Ms. STABENOW. Will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

Mr. TOOMEY. I will yield. 
Ms. STABENOW. How many years do 

you think it will take before folks get 
their $4,000—2021, 2022? 

Mr. TOOMEY. I will take back my 
time. 

Let me explain how this works. The 
whole idea behind our bill is to create 
the incentives that will encourage the 
investment that hasn’t been hap-
pening. The last 10 years, there has 
been a collapse, a collapse in the in-
vestment growth of capital stock, a 
collapse in productivity growth, and 
therefore stagnant wages. 

What I want to do, and what my col-
leagues want to do, is see that wage 
growth that we have been waiting for 
that didn’t happen under the last ad-
ministration. The only way we can en-

courage that investment is if the inves-
tors know the tax rate is going to be 
there permanently. If we tell them you 
are going to get 1 year of a low rate, 
who is going to invest in a new factory 
for 1 year? No. It will not work that 
way. The wage growth will come when 
investors around the world and domes-
tically have the confidence they are 
going to be investing in a competitive 
regime. 

By the way, the average tax rate of 
the OECD—the countries that we com-
pete with—is 22.4 percent. It is amazing 
that we are able to eke out even the 
feeble growth that we have at a 35-per-
cent tax rate. Our bill takes it to 20 
percent and allows us to compete, but 
you have to keep it there so that busi-
ness will actually make those invest-
ment decisions, so that people will de-
cide to launch those new businesses, 
and we will have the expansion of ex-
isting businesses. That is what our leg-
islation does, and that is why I urge 
my colleagues to reject this motion to 
commit. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, if I 
could just have 15 seconds, the people 
in Michigan want to know when they 
are going to get their $4,000. That is 
all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
Stabenow motion to commit. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 45, 

nays 55, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 289 Leg.] 

YEAS—45 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 

Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—55 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCain 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

The motion was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that there now 
be a period for debate only to count 
against the underlying bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, for 

the information of all Senators, the 
Senate will continue to debate the bill 
tonight, but the next rollcall votes will 
be at 11 a.m. tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I intend 
to call up my motion to commit the 
bill to the Finance Committee, which 
is at the desk, and it is supported by 
Senator HARRIS. 

Mr. President, while we are working 
out the consent, the tax bill before us 
is not for the middle class. As a matter 
of fact, this is a big cut for corpora-
tions. This is not a cut for you. It is 
not a cut for hard-working families. It 
is so lopsided as a cut to big corpora-
tions. 

The fact is that it is not for the mid-
dle class. We need to be frank. The 
truth is that the bill treats the cor-
porations much better than regular 
people. For example, over a 10-year pe-
riod, if you make $75,000 or less, you 
will be hurt by this bill. If you are a 
small business owner and your taxes 
are a passthrough at the individual 
rate, your taxes are going to be much 
higher than large, multinational cor-
porations. If you buy your health in-
surance in the individual market, there 
is a good chance that you are going to 
lose access to affordable health insur-
ance. These are the facts, and it is just 
plain and simple. 

Sure, there are tax cuts for some of 
the middle class, but those tax cuts go 
away after 8 years. In 2026, they are 
gone. By contrast, the tax cuts for big 
corporations are made permanent, and 
that is simply not treating people fair-
ly. 

So what I am suggesting is that we 
send this bill to the Finance Com-
mittee to work out a bipartisan com-
promise on how to make middle-class 
tax cuts permanent. There were 17 of 
us that stood up in the press gallery 
yesterday and said we are for a bipar-
tisan compromise. I would hope a ma-
jority of my colleagues would support 
that, and I ask for your support. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I take 
this time to inform my colleagues of a 
motion that I hope to file tomorrow 
that would recommit the bill, and I am 
going to talk a little bit about it. 

First, if I might, let me just point 
out that yesterday I took to the floor 
to emphasize some of the points that 
Senator NELSON just made—that this 
bill, which is advertised to help the 
middle class, does not help the middle 
class. It helps the wealthy. It is busi-
ness cuts, and middle-income taxpayers 
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get some relief—some, not all—that is 
temporary in nature. 

So the Congressional Budget Office 
tells us that by 2027, for those earning 
under $75,000 a year, the majority will 
actually pay more taxes rather than 
less. In my State of Maryland, it is es-
timated that 800,000 Marylanders will 
pay more taxes rather than less. The 
tax relief to middle-income families is 
so much smaller than what is given to 
the wealthy and what is given to the 
business community. 

To compound that problem, we now 
know by the scores of both the Joint 
Committee on Taxation and the Con-
gressional Budget Office that the bill 
will add tremendously to the deficit— 
over a trillion dollars. I think it is 
going to be closer to $2 trillion, but 
their scoring shows it over a trillion 
dollars in deficits. 

Guess who is going to pay for those 
deficits. It is going to be middle-in-
come families. Then, you put on top of 
that the repeal of the mandate under 
the Affordable Care Act, which is also 
going to hurt middle-income families 
on their ability for affordable 
healthcare. 

So this bill advertised to help mid-
dle-income families does not do that. 
For my State of Maryland, it is par-
ticularly painful because of the loss of 
the State and tax local deductions that 
are used by almost a majority of our 
taxpayers. Just about 50 percent of our 
taxpayers in Maryland use the State 
and local tax deductions. 

There is another reason why this bill 
has been advertised not just to help 
middle-income families, which it 
doesn’t do, but it is called job creation. 
This bill is advertised as a bill that will 
create jobs in America. Now, let me go 
through that because I am for creating 
more jobs. We need more jobs in Mary-
land. We needs more jobs throughout 
the country. The number that has been 
given to us is that this bill will create 
975,000 jobs at a cost of $1.5 trillion. 
That comes out to $1,530,000 per job. 
That is a pretty high cost to create a 
job. In fact, it is ridiculous to spend 
that type of money. We don’t know if 
that is going to actually happen. That 
is what the proponents of the legisla-
tion are saying. 

Now, we have had Democrats and Re-
publicans who have worked together to 
really create jobs. I serve on the Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee. 
I serve as the ranking member on the 
Transportation and Infrastructure Sub-
committee with Senator INHOFE, and 
we both know if we put more resources 
into infrastructure—into roads, 
bridges, transit systems—we will, in 
fact, not only modernize our economy 
by having a first-class transportation 
system and not only make the quality 
of life better so we can get to and from 
work in a reasonable time, but we will 
also create real jobs. 

So in the last Congress we had a bi-
partisan group of members from the Fi-
nance Committee who said: Look, we 
have to do something about inter-

national tax issues, repatriation, and 
monies parked overseas. We need to do 
something to bring this money back. 
These are American companies that 
have their money overseas and don’t 
want to pay the higher corporate taxes. 
There is a way of bringing that money 
back. Let’s do it so we can try to get it 
into our economy. Democrats and Re-
publicans agreed, but the one thing we 
didn’t want to do was to use that 
money for a permanent type of spend-
ing that could increase the deficit. 

So what does H.R. 1 do? What does 
the underlying bill do? It does exactly 
that. It uses this one-time-only money 
and spends it on a permanent basis for 
tax relief for corporations—a perma-
nent tax relief for corporations. That is 
not the responsible thing to do. 

So what we should be doing with that 
money—and what the proposal was 
that we had in the last Congress—is to 
use that as seed money for infrastruc-
ture one-time-only expenses. We could, 
therefore, create modern infrastructure 
and create jobs and do it in a respon-
sible way. It is a win-win-win situa-
tion. The House repatriation bill would 
bring in approximately $300 billion of 
one-time-only revenues. It has been es-
timated that at $300 billion, we create 
4 million jobs. Now, let’s compare that. 
If we use that $300 billion to create 4 
million jobs, that is about $73,000 a job, 
as compared to $1.5 million per job 
under the underlying bill. 

I think we all understand that we 
need to be more cost effective in how 
we do our work around here, and that 
is why Democrats and Republicans 
said: Let’s use this one-time-only 
source for infrastructure, modernizing 
our roads, and creating jobs. That 
brings me to the motion I hope I will 
have a chance to offer tomorrow that 
would recommit the bill to the com-
mittee to return it to the Congress and 
to this floor so that we use the repatri-
ation funds for infrastructure so that 
we can create the jobs and not create a 
greater hole in the deficit. 

I am joined in this effort by Senator 
FEINSTEIN, Senator BLUMENTHAL, Sen-
ator UDALL, Senator CASEY, and Sen-
ator STABENOW. I do think this is a 
matter that I hope my colleagues will 
pay attention to. I hope we can fix this 
bill, H.R. 1, and work in a bipartisan 
manner. It doesn’t look like we are 
there yet. We want a bill that helps 
middle-income families. We want a bill 
that does not increase the deficit, and 
the current bill does exactly that. So I 
hope my colleagues will work with us 
so we can return this bill to the Senate 
Finance Committee and return a bill 
that is worthy of the people of this 
country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, before he 

leaves the floor, I would like to thank 
Senator CARDIN for his leadership on so 
many finance issues and especially for 
highlighting today, as part of this 
major debate on tax reform, the impor-

tance of infrastructure. The fact is, 
you cannot have big-league quality of 
life with little-league infrastructure. 

My colleague has made the point 
that repatriation would be a natural as 
one of the two bookends for infrastruc-
ture. It would ensure that we would 
have some funds we could count on, 
some publicly available funds, and I 
think it would be a natural fit with the 
kind of bonding that Senator HOEVEN 
and I and others have been interested 
in. 

I am here to talk on another subject, 
but before he leaves, I would like to 
thank my colleague for his comments. 

Mr. President and colleagues, it is 
fair to say that it is throwback Thurs-
day here in the Senate. It is also a big 
day for the Treasury Secretary, Steve 
Mnuchin—not only because we are 
dealing with taxes, not only because 
there is another glamorous photo shoot 
with a big sheet of dollar bills, but this 
is also the 1-year anniversary of what 
has come to be known as the Mnuchin 
rule. 

It was November 30, 2016, when news 
broke that Mr. Mnuchin was the likely 
nominee to head the Department of 
Treasury, and that morning, the Sec-
retary-to-be went on TV and delivered 
what sounded like a very sweet prom-
ise. Here is what he said about the 
Trump administration’s ideas for the 
issue we talk about tonight, tax re-
form. I am going to quote Steve 
Mnuchin directly. He said: ‘‘Any reduc-
tion we have in upper-income taxes 
will be offset by less deductions so that 
there will be no absolute tax cut for 
the upper class.’’ In case anybody 
missed that last part of his statement, 
he said ‘‘no absolute tax cut for the 
upper class.’’ And he didn’t stop there. 
He went even further in hyping big 
plans he had. He said: ‘‘When we work 
with Congress and we go through this, 
it will be very clear: This is a middle- 
income tax cut.’’ 

This is all part of the anniversary, to 
kind of refresh everybody’s memory. 

After that pledge, I talked about this 
matter with Mr. Mnuchin during the 
Senate Finance Committee. He smiled. 
He was thrilled that I was recalling the 
pledge he made. 

When I brought it up, I said: Well, we 
could just call this the Mnuchin rule. 

Mr. Mnuchin, at that time, thanked 
me, and he said: There would be great 
esteem in having the Mnuchin rule 
with both the Buffett rule and the 
Volcker rule. He said: I take that as a 
great compliment. 

So here we are a year later, and what 
a difference a year has made. The 
Mnuchin rule is now a broken promise 
for the history books. 

This week, Republicans scramble to 
pass a tax plan that reaches into the 
pockets of working people in the mid-
dle class and showers trillions of dol-
lars in handouts to multinational cor-
porations, high-flyers, and the politi-
cally connected. 

I think it is also important to re-
member that the Mnuchin rule was 
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just one part of the sales pitch. Now 
there is a whole lot more to the con 
job. 

Republicans have said time and again 
that the tax cuts would pay for them-
selves. Time and time again, we heard 
about the unicorns. We heard about the 
growth fairy. The magical growth will 
be so powerful that new revenue is 
going to come pouring in, and the tax 
cuts are going to be fully paid for. 

In addition to that, I think it is im-
portant to recognize this on the special 
anniversary. The Secretary went even 
further. He said that the tax cuts 
wouldn’t just pay for their $1.4 trillion 
cost, they would bring in, on top of the 
$1.4 trillion, an additional $1 trillion. 
Well, today—after pushing and making 
sure that we could get it before we ac-
tually had the key final votes—we were 
pleased to receive from the inde-
pendent referee on taxation, the Joint 
Committee on Taxation, the official 
dynamic scoring analysis that they did 
of the Republicans’ plan. Let’s be clear, 
folks. Now that we have heard from the 
independent tax umpires, we can say 
officially that the magical growth fan-
tasy is over. 

I say that also in the context of bi-
partisanship, because in the course of 
writing the two bipartisan bills that I 
authored—first with Senator Gregg, 
second with Senator Coats—I said that 
I happen to believe that behavior mat-
ters. I believe a good, bipartisan tax re-
form bill will generate some revenue. 
And the Congressional Budget Office 
agreed with me. But it is not going to 
be fantasy land-type growth. 

The reality is, after Mr. Mnuchin 
said that what was going to happen was 
that the Republican plan would pay for 
the $1.4 trillion cost and generate an-
other $1 trillion on top of it, what we 
now know as a result of what I was 
sent today is that the Republican tax 
plan, even with dynamic growth 
factored in, actually loses more than $1 
trillion. 

There is other bad news on top of 
that. The Republican tax plan, accord-
ing to the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation, slows down economic growth 
after 2025. 

So you put the kibosh on two major 
selling points that we heard about 
month after month after month from 
Republicans in selling this plan. The 
tax cuts don’t pay for themselves, and 
there is no new wave of growth headed 
our way. 

The party of Reagan is on a mad dash 
to run up the deficit by $1 trillion, slow 
down the economy, and raise taxes on 
more than half of the middle class. And 
the only analysis Republicans can get 
to back up their tax plan is either 
cooked up by the in-house staff at 1600 
Pennsylvania or is based on revenue- 
neutral tax bills that don’t even exist. 

By the way, there is more news a 
year into Mr. Mnuchin’s work. The 
Secretary promised a comprehensive 
analysis from the Treasury Depart-
ment that would prove his claims, 
prove that there would be more 

growth, more jobs—red, white, and blue 
opportunities—for our people; that the 
tax cuts would pay for themselves or, 
as he said, would generate much more 
revenue than that. The Secretary of 
Treasury promised us that. He prom-
ised us that repeatedly, that we would 
get that analysis of what this bill 
would do for growth and jobs and im-
proving the quality of life for our peo-
ple. Let me tell you, that was another 
broken promise, yet one more in a 
chain of broken promises over the 
months and a particularly important 
one because the Treasury Secretary 
made some especially surprising pro-
jections, and, in effect, we asked him 
to back them up. He said he would, and 
now we know that not only is he not 
going to do it, apparently he had no in-
tention to ever do it. Based on the 
news that broke this morning, as far as 
I can tell, Secretary Mnuchin never 
even asked his Department to do the 
comprehensive analysis of the bill that 
he promised. On top of that, his Treas-
ury Department buried a recent paper 
that showed that the overwhelming 
beneficiaries of corporate tax cuts 
aren’t workers, they are shareholders. 
They said it didn’t agree with the De-
partment’s current thinking. 

Let me be clear. I think it sounds 
like another part of the coverup at the 
Treasury Department. 

Colleagues, a year ago, Secretary 
Mnuchin told the American people that 
there would be no absolute tax cut for 
the upper class. ‘‘It will be very clear: 
This is a middle-income tax cut.’’ Then 
he said that the tax cuts wouldn’t just 
pay for themselves, that a trillion new 
dollars of Federal revenue would come 
pouring in. Not a single word of that 
has turned out to be true. The Mnuchin 
rule is the most expensive lie since 
George W. Bush stood on an aircraft 
carrier and said that the mission in 
Iraq was accomplished. And the idea 
that these tax cuts will pay for them-
selves isn’t just a little off the mark, it 
is a trillion-dollar misfire. 

What we have here is a con job on the 
middle class, and Secretary Mnuchin 
and his allies have covered it up every 
single step of the way. 

My Democratic colleagues and I have 
said over and over again that we agree 
that the Tax Code is broken. We share 
our colleagues’ view that there ought 
to be an opportunity for a bipartisan 
bill. And every single time I have spo-
ken on this subject, I made it clear 
that it doesn’t have to be this way. 

In the beginning of the week, I joined 
17 moderate Democratic Senators. Sen-
ator DONNELLY said it very well—I 
mean, really an outpouring of enthu-
siasm for taking a bipartisan approach 
to do tax reform right. A bipartisan ap-
proach is not just some kind of pie-in- 
the-sky happy-talk; bipartisanship is 
what gets you the certainty and the 
predictability you need to grow private 
sector jobs that are good-paying and 
are driven by innovation. And I know 
it can be done. 

I am glad to see that the Presiding 
Officer of the Senate here tonight is 

from the State of Indiana. One of the 
two bipartisan bills that I wrote was 
with one of his former colleagues, Sen-
ator Dan Coats, who is not just a very 
well-liked Member but is somebody 
who believes deeply in sensible eco-
nomic policy. He was on the Finance 
Committee. We worked on this for a 
substantial amount of time. 

You know what. It is not easy to 
write a bipartisan tax reform bill. You 
have to have some give-and-take. Sen-
ator Bradley would fly all over the 
country to work with Republicans to 
try to find common ground. Right now, 
we can’t get people to even walk down 
the corridor to help put together a pro-
posal. 

It didn’t have to be this way. We had 
opportunities for bipartisanship. It is 
something I feel very strongly about 
because I spent literally hundreds of 
hours with two very fine, very conserv-
ative Republican Senators in order to 
put together two actual bills—bills 
with bill numbers, bills that were pro-
posed in the Senate. 

But what a difference between that 
approach and what we have seen from 
Secretary Mnuchin—not a single ef-
fort—not one—from Secretary Mnuchin 
to talk specifics about what it would 
take to get a bipartisan approach. 

Then we had, as I have noted tonight, 
these promises—promises of making 
sure the focus would be on the middle 
class, making sure it would generate 
additional revenue. It has been a trail 
of broken promises, when it could have 
been an opportunity to bring every-
body together and to give everybody 
the opportunity to get ahead. 

Well, one of my very favorite phrases 
is from the late Israeli diplomat Abba 
Eban, who said: Americans always get 
it right. He paused and said: After they 
have tried everything else. Well, my 
hope is that Secretary Mnuchin will 
see the error of his ways, see why the 
policies I have described aren’t right 
for the American people, see why it is 
important for the administration to 
change course and push for what Demo-
crats here have called for, a bipartisan 
approach, which our moderates elo-
quently spoke to this week. We have 
bills that can help guide us. I hope, in 
the future, we can break with the kinds 
of policies I have had to describe on the 
1-year anniversary of the Mnuchin rule 
and decide that we are going to change 
course, have a tax policy that focuses 
on the middle class, puts money in 
their pockets, gives everybody a 
chance to get ahead, and that the Sec-
retary will recognize that his claims 
about what the Republican tax bill is 
all about are not borne out by the 
facts. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that it be in order 
for Senator NELSON and Senator BALD-
WIN or their designee to each offer a 
motion to commit, which are at the 
desk, and that no amendments to the 
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instructions be in order. I further ask 
consent that following leader remarks 
on Friday, December 1, there be up to 
20 minutes of debate on each motion, 
equally divided in the usual form, and 
that following the use or yielding back 
of that time, the Senate vote on the 
motions with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wisconsin. 
MOTION TO COMMIT 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I have 
a motion to commit at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Ms. BALD-

WIN] moves to commit the bill H.R. 1 to the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate with in-
structions to report the same back to the 
Senate in 3 days, not counting any day on 
which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) support the President’s plan to close 
the carried interest loophole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

MOTION TO COMMIT 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I call up 

a motion to commit at the desk on be-
half of Senator NELSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Oregon [Mr. WYDEN], 

for Mr. Nelson, moves to commit the bill 
H.R. 1 to the Committee on Finance with in-
structions to report the same back to the 
Senate in 3 days, not counting any day on 
which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) provide permanent tax relief for middle- 
class Americans in a deficit-neutral way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I had the 
privilege of sitting on the floor and lis-
tening to this debate on tax reform. 
Our friends to the left and center have 
done a really good job of painting a pic-
ture of fantasyland, a land that does 
not exist in America. 

Frankly, when I think of 
fantasyland, I think about the fact 
that sugar-free cookies will not help 
you gain any weight. Anyone who has 
had sugar-free cookies and too many of 
them can attest to the fact that may 
not be an accurate picture, but these, 
they may, in fact, be sugar-free. 

My good friend to the left oftentimes 
speaks in illustrious language, compel-
ling words, but they are not nec-
essarily always accurate. 

When I think about our tax reform 
package, it really comes down to some 
very simple concepts—families. Too 
many American families feel invisible 
because so often we hear folks talking 
about people before they actually talk 
to people. When you talk to the aver-

age American family, what you will 
hear, time and time again, is that it is 
very difficult for the average family to 
get their ends together, making ends 
meet. Working paycheck to paycheck 
is too often, in too many places, the 
norm. 

So when we start talking about help-
ing the average American family, when 
we start talking about helping single 
parents, we are talking about helping 
them keep their dollars. In other 
words, we believe they know better 
than government how to spend their 
money. 

If you are an average American 
household with only one breadwinner, 
the fact is, our plan delivers a 75-per-
cent tax cut if you earn around $41,000. 
Why do we talk about $41,000 for a sin-
gle-parent household? It is because the 
average single-parent household with a 
couple of kids earns around $40,000. So 
we want to paint a clear picture, not a 
picture filled with facts but facts that 
lead you to the truth. That is not what 
we are hearing all the time in this 
Chamber. 

When you think about an average 
family, a typical American family, 
with two earners in the household, the 
average family in America makes 
around $73,000. Our tax cut for that av-
erage, typical American family is 60 
percent. 

Here is what I struggle with. Why is 
it not a bipartisan objective to deliver 
tax cuts to hard-working families, too 
often working two jobs to make their 
ends meet? Why is there not a bipar-
tisan coalition working to make sure 
there is a tax break in every single 
bracket? 

I just can’t figure out why doubling 
the standard deduction for an indi-
vidual to $12,000 is not a bipartisan ac-
tivity. I really can’t appreciate why 
taking a single-parent household from 
a standard deduction of $9,300 to $18,000 
is something my friends on the left are 
resistant to do. 

I cannot explain to you or to the 
folks back in South Carolina why al-
most doubling the standard deduction 
from $12,700 to $24,000 isn’t a bipartisan 
exercise. 

I can’t explain to you why families 
who are strapped with kids in the 
home, why we can’t say to them that 
doubling the child tax credit is a good 
thing. Where is the controversy around 
saying that instead of getting a $1,000 
child tax credit, we are going to make 
it $2,000? Where is the controversy? 

Why can’t our friends on the left be a 
part of that conversation? Why is it 
that our friends on the left have finally 
come to the conclusion that after 8 
years of running the Nation from the 
White House and taking a $10 trillion 
debt that was accumulated over 230 
years and then doubling it in 8 years— 
now they want the American people to 
take them seriously about the debt. 

Let me close by simply suggesting 
that 4,700 businesses would still be 
American businesses, according to an 
EY study, if we had a 20-percent cor-

porate tax rate—4,700 businesses are no 
longer ours. They have been acquired 
or inverted because our Tax Code pun-
ishes success. In a global competition, 
our American workers deserve better. 
In a global competition, our workers 
deserve the opportunity to work for 
companies whose tax rates are com-
petitive in a global economy. 

If we don’t do that, more American 
companies will invert, and fewer Amer-
icans will work here at home in places 
like Alaska, South Carolina, and the 
Dakotas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). The Senator from Alaska. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I 
want to compliment my good friend 
from South Carolina who came down 
here and talked about what this is all 
about. I couldn’t agree with him more. 
This is about families. This is about 
American families. He has these poster 
boards up there showing the American 
people what this is about. I want to re-
iterate a couple of points he men-
tioned. 

First, the most important thing we 
are doing here, the bulk of the relief we 
are providing in this tax bill is to pro-
vide middle-class families with more 
take-home pay, more money in the 
pockets of American citizens. That is 
what Senator SCOTT just talked about, 
and I couldn’t agree more. 

So, on average, right now, our bill 
would bring the average American mid-
dle-class family about a $200 additional 
amount of money in their pocket per 
month—per month. Now, some people 
watching that might think it may not 
seem like a lot, but it is over $2,000 per 
year. Every tax bracket that we have 
right now in the Senate bill would get 
a reduction. 

So I want to echo the words of my 
good friend from South Carolina. It is 
confounding to me that our friends and 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
would deny hard-working Americans 
that extra money in their pockets. You 
don’t hear them say that, but that is 
what they are doing, and they would 
spin and twist the facts to make the 
public believe the middle class is actu-
ally getting a tax increase. The public 
is getting spun by them. 

This would be a tax cut for these 
families, a significant amount. That is 
a plain fact. 

What is so puzzling about this debate 
is that those who oppose this bill is 
trying to deny the Americans who need 
it—we need it—extra money in their 
pockets, particularly right now. 

I want to talk a little bit about an 
article I read last year in the Atlantic 
magazine. It still haunts me. The arti-
cle was titled ‘‘The Secret Shame of 
the Middle Class.’’ Here is a copy of it, 
‘‘The Secret Shame of the Middle 
Class.’’ It says: ‘‘Nearly half of all 
Americans would have trouble finding 
$400 in a crisis.’’ 

You often talk about families. Forty- 
seven percent of American families, ac-
cording to one Federal study, wouldn’t 
be able to come up with $400 in case of 
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an emergency. This is truly the defini-
tion of living paycheck to paycheck. 
The bill that we are debating helps to 
address this significantly—more money 
in the pockets of American middle- 
class families. 

Let me quote from this article. The 
author says: 

It was happening to the soon-to-retire as 
well as the soon-to-begin. It was happening 
to college grads as well as high school drop-
outs. It was happening all across the coun-
try, including places where you might least 
expect to see such problems. I knew that I 
wouldn’t have $400 in an emergency. 

That is the author. 
What I hadn’t known, couldn’t have con-

ceived, was that so many other Americans 
wouldn’t have that kind of money available 
to them, either. My friend and local butcher, 
Brian, who is one of the only men I know 
who talks openly about his financial strug-
gles, once told me, ‘‘if anyone says he’s sail-
ing through, he’s lying.’’ 

That is from this article. 
These are our constituents he is writ-

ing about. These are the people whom 
we see when we go home. These are 
American citizens who need this kind 
of relief. They tell us they are strug-
gling. They tell us they felt left out of 
the system and that nobody is listen-
ing. 

This bill is listening. It is about lis-
tening to them. It is about giving them 
a voice through more economic secu-
rity. 

The other thing this bill does—the 
other thing that is so important to do 
in this Congress and the other thing 
that we should have no issues with bi-
partisan support for what this bill 
does—is finally getting our economy 
back to traditional levels of economic 
growth—growing our economy, which 
has been stagnant for well over a dec-
ade. 

The next chart I have is one that I 
have come to the floor and spoken 
about many times. It is an important 
chart. It shows the levels of economic 
growth that have occurred year after 
year in the United States since the Ei-
senhower administration. It shows 
GDP growth. Let me explain it a little 
bit. 

It starts with Eisenhower, and then 
goes to Kennedy, Johnson, Nixon, Car-
ter, Reagan, Bush, Clinton, Bush 43, 
and President Obama. These are the 
numbers. The green is growth. We have 
a couple of years of 8, 6, 7 percent 
growth. But the line I want people to 
take a look at is this 3 percent GDP 
growth line—3 percent. Now, that is 
not a great growth rate. It is not a bad 
growth rate. The average since World 
War II is closer to 4 percent, but 3 per-
cent is pretty good. 

When we look at this chart, and we 
think about what we are trying to do 
on the floor here today, it tells a really 
important story. It is 3 percent every 
year. Reagan, Bush, Clinton are 4, 5, 
and 6, and then we get to the Obama 
years. Actually, we get to the last 10 
years we have had, and we never hit it. 
We had the Bush great recession, and 
in the entire 8 years of President 
Obama, we never hit it. 

Now, GDP sounds like some kind of 
technical economic term, but it is real-
ly a proxy for the health of our econ-
omy. It is a proxy for the American 
dream. It is a proxy for hope. We have 
had a sick economy. For over a decade, 
we have had a sick economy. 

One thing that surprises me is how 
few of our colleagues talk about this. 
As we have debated the tax bill, a lot of 
my colleagues on this side of the aisle 
have been talking about growth— 
growth, growth, growth—and how we 
ought to get back to traditional levels 
of GDP growth—3 percent or higher. It 
is a bit of a surprise to me that in my 
little under 3 years in the Senate, I 
don’t know if I have heard any of my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
come to the floor to talk about this— 
that this number, below 3 percent is 
not good for the country. To the con-
trary, some of them, unfortunately, 
have bought into what the Obama ad-
ministration used to tell us: Listen, we 
can’t hit 3 percent. So guess what, 
America, this is the new normal. We 
can’t expect 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 percent growth. 
We had years of 7 percent GDP growth 
during the Reagan era and strong 
growth during the Clinton era. Don’t 
expect that anymore. The new normal 
is about 1.5, maybe 2 percent, if we are 
lucky. 

I asked one of my Democratic col-
leagues this morning: Do you believe in 
the new normal? Do you? Because that 
is a surrender. That is a surrender of 
the American dream. 

There has been a lot of talk over the 
last year about what makes America 
great. This is what makes America 
great—strong economic growth. We 
haven’t had it in over a decade. 

This tax bill, we believe, is going to 
spur economic growth. That is another 
reason why it is so important—fami-
lies’ take-home pay and finally getting 
back to traditional levels of strong, ro-
bust economic growth that has enjoyed 
bipartisan support from every Presi-
dent since the end of World War II. Yet, 
somehow, on the other side of the aisle, 
they don’t want to talk about it. Well, 
to me, it is the most important thing 
we are doing here. 

So how do we do it? There is tax re-
form, certainly, and also energy poli-
cies that unleash our opportunities, in-
frastructure, and regulatory reform. 
But we have to get out of this lost dec-
ade. 

I want to go back to that ‘‘Atlantic’’ 
article I mentioned. The author talks 
about the fact that people don’t have 
the money they once did because of 
this—because we are not growing; be-
cause the strongest economy in the 
world, for the last 10 years, is sick. 

The author says: ‘‘In the 1950s and 
’60s, American economic growth de-
mocratized prosperity.’’ 

Everybody had opportunity with 
strong economic growth. That is what 
he is talking about right here. Then he 
says: ‘‘But, in the 2010s, we have man-
aged to democratize financial insecu-
rity.’’ 

We went from democratizing pros-
perity for families to democratizing fi-
nancial insecurity, where almost half 
of the American people don’t believe 
they have $400 in an emergency. Yet 
my colleagues don’t want to provide a 
tax cut for middle-class families who 
are struggling. 

What we need to do is to end this de-
mocratization of financial insecurity 
and get back to prosperity and get 
back to traditional levels of GDP 
growth through tax reform, through 
energy, through infrastructure, and 
through permanent reform. We can do 
it. 

Any American watching: Please don’t 
believe this idea of the new normal, 
that we will never get back to these 
strong rates, that somehow our future 
is destined to be below this 3 percent 
line. Don’t believe it. What we need are 
policies that can get us there. 

That is why I am hopeful still that 
some of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are going to join us in 
promoting this tax reform that will do 
one of the most important things we 
can do—get the U.S. economy growing 
again. Families will benefit, middle- 
class families will benefit, hard-work-
ing Americans will benefit, our econ-
omy will benefit, and our national se-
curity will benefit, but we need to act. 
We can’t accept this. 

I yield the floor for my colleague 
from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from Alaska for 
yielding. 

I want to begin where he finished—on 
the need for a bipartisan approach, one 
that combines different points of view, 
one based on compromise. Compromise 
should not be a dirty word. Com-
promise is not a four-letter word. Nei-
ther is bipartisanship. Yet our Repub-
lican colleagues have insisted on a Re-
publican plan—on a plan that they first 
rammed and rushed through the House 
of Representatives and now, in the 
same way, have sought to do on their 
own, without consultation or com-
promise with Democrats. That is why 
the process has reached this point. It 
has stalled. 

My Republican colleagues are scram-
bling for a solution to an over-
whelming, oppressive debt that they 
would force on the American people— 
not on ourselves, but on our children 
and our grandchildren, generations to 
come, searching and scrambling for a 
so-called trigger—another gimmick—to 
be inserted in this bill that already 
underestimates the additional debt 
that will be foisted on our Nation. 
They have estimated it at $1.3 trillion 
or $1.5 trillion. In reality, it is probably 
larger, but the main point is that they 
have foisted it on our children and 
grandchildren to pay—to shoulder the 
burden—simply so that the wealthiest 
in this country and corporations would 
have tax cuts. 

The people of Connecticut and our 
country face a tsunami of economic 
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harm. This plan, in fact, is deeply un-
popular among my constituents in Con-
necticut. I have listened to them. What 
they tell me is that they cannot look 
their children in the eye and show 
them a chart like this one, which my 
colleague Senator KING of Maine dis-
played earlier in the Chamber, and see 
how this insurmountable mountain of 
debt will result from the Republican 
plan. 

Very simply, Republicans voted for 
middle-class taxes to rise so that the 
President’s and other billionaires’ 
taxes can go down. Over the next dec-
ade, this plan will raise taxes on 87 mil-
lion middle-class families and half of 
all taxpayers. This plan is a double 
standard. It is a bait and switch be-
cause it makes a promise that it fails 
to fulfill. It makes a promise of tax 
cuts that actually will rise over a 10- 
year period. It sells a false bill of 
goods. 

The promise of middle-class tax cuts 
is a lie, plain and simple, a scam. 

The President sent the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Adminis-
tration, Linda McMahon, to Con-
necticut to announce: ‘‘Everyone will 
experience a tax cut.’’ But the fact of 
the matter is everybody in certain 
brackets experiences a tax increase 
under most circumstances. 

Who is harmed? We know who bene-
fits. The wealthiest benefit, and cor-
porations benefit. But the ones 
harmed, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office, are the majority of peo-
ple who earn less than $75,000 a year, 
and they will be worse off within the 
next 10 years. In Connecticut that 
means that 468,200 taxpayers in the 
bottom 80 percent of income distribu-
tion will experience a tax hike under 
this plan. 

The Republican tax plan ends State 
and local tax deductibility, which 
means families are going to be taxed 
twice. It increases the Federal burden 
on Connecticut families, who already 
pay more Federal taxes than they re-
ceive in Federal funding. 

Now, what I hear—again, listening to 
my friends and constituents in Con-
necticut—is that they are willing to 
pay their fair share. They are willing 
to pay even more than they may re-
ceive back from the Federal Govern-
ment, if they feel the system itself is 
fair—not rigged in favor of the wealthy 
or big corporations or special interests. 
They are the ones who will benefit 
from this tax scandal. 

State and local taxes paid by my con-
stituents in Connecticut are vital to 
supplying communities with resources 
that pay for essential local services. 
We are talking about police and school 
and, yes, infrastructure—rebuilding 
roads, bridges, ports, and airports— 
vital services. In Connecticut 723,773 
households deduct State and local 
taxes. The average deduction is $19,664. 
Assuming somebody pays a 25- or 30- 
percent rate of taxes, apply that to 
$19,000, and we are talking about real 
money. 

The bill also abolishes a critical de-
duction that provides relief for tax-
payers who experience losses on their 
property, including homeowners in 
Connecticut—thousands of them—who 
have a crumbling foundation and are 
uninsured for those repairs—casualty 
losses that, under current law, the IRS 
ruled just last week could be deducted. 
They will be robbed of those deductions 
under this cruel, maligned, malicious, 
misguided bill. 

The bill also hits working-class fami-
lies. It expands the child tax credit, for 
example, but tips the scales in favor of 
the wealthiest families. It values a 
child, fortunate to be born into a 
wealthy family, to be worth a $2,000 tax 
credit. Meanwhile, an estimated 140,000 
military families who have median ad-
justed gross incomes of $28,000 will re-
ceive a child tax credit worth only $75 
or less. If you are wealthy, it is worth 
$2,000. If you are less well off, with an 
adjusted gross income of $28,000, it is 
$75 or less. What is fair or rational 
about that distinction? In fact, it epit-
omizes what is wrong about this bill. It 
increases inequality. It enhances and 
heightens the insecurity that my col-
league from Alaska mentioned earlier. 
It is wrong. It betrays American val-
ues. 

First responders are harmed. Earlier 
this month, the national president of 
the Fraternal Order of Police wrote a 
letter to the House and Senate leader-
ship urging Members of Congress to 
protect the State and local tax deduc-
tion as is. If this deduction is elimi-
nated, local budgets will be strained, 
which include the salaries and equip-
ment that support our law enforce-
ment. No wonder the head of the Fra-
ternal Order of Police objects to elimi-
nating the deduction of State and local 
taxes. 

Teachers are harmed. The National 
Education Association has found that 
gutting the State and local tax deduc-
tion will seriously harm already under-
funded public education, risking nearly 
250,000 education jobs. Those are mid-
dle-class family jobs in a profession 
that is profoundly important to our fu-
ture. 

We talk a lot in this Chamber about 
the importance of skill training and 
education to the future of our work-
force and making sure that jobs are 
filled by people with the right skills, 
and here we are gutting our edu-
cational system. Those cuts in turn 
will lead to approximately $250 billion 
in cuts to public education over the 
years to come. 

Finally, job creators are harmed—the 
job creators who do the infrastructure 
work in construction and in skill train-
ing. There is common ground here on 
infrastructure. There is bipartisan sup-
port for an infrastructure bank or pub-
lic financing authority, and a number 
of those proposals, in fact, would in-
volve repatriating funds at lower tax 
rates so the money parked abroad— 
trillions of dollars companies have put 
there because they want to avoid taxes 

on those profits—could come back. The 
money should come back. The money 
could come back at lower tax rates and 
be invested in infrastructure, but this 
proposal makes no such proposal be-
cause it is bereft of a realistic view of 
what is necessary for infrastructure. 

The sick are harmed as well. Illness 
is not about revenue to a State. Illness 
strikes any one of us at any time. The 
Republican tax plan will raise insur-
ance premiums and kick 13 million 
Americans off their health insurance, 
all to pay for a massive corporate tax 
cut, passthroughs that benefit the 
wealthiest, and other reductions in 
taxes that are giveaways to people who 
need them the least. 

The corporations that today move 
overseas to evade taxes and benefit 
from special interest loopholes to 
lower their effective tax rates are 
going to be rewarded under this tax 
plan. Let’s be very blunt. They will 
have increased incentives to move 
those jobs overseas. The bill borrows 
$1.5 trillion to enable them to have 
lower rates, and those billions will line 
the pockets of corporate CEOs. In fact, 
that $1.5 trillion is equivalent to all 
veterans healthcare and benefits pay-
ments to every single veteran in Amer-
ica over the next decade. 

With $1.5 trillion, you could increase 
the benefits to our veterans, enhance 
the quality of their healthcare, and 
train them for jobs that exist now, and, 
by the way, you could also pay off all 
the student loan debt in our Nation. 
Think of it for a moment. Think of all 
those young people whose lives would 
be different—transformed—if they were 
absolved of the worry about paying off 
those hundreds of millions of dollars of 
loans. For each of them, it is tens of 
thousands that crush their futures and 
drive them to jobs that were not their 
first choices but which they have to do 
simply to pay off debt. 

Rather than working toward bipar-
tisan tax reform that creates oppor-
tunity for all Americans, this bill di-
vides our Nation, it increases the divi-
sion economically and, also, socially 
and culturally, and, yes, politically. It 
drives a division in this body between 
two sides of the aisle—literally, phys-
ically—between our Republican col-
leagues and ourselves. 

How wonderful it would be for us to 
take the time, to use hearings and real 
markups, and to do what was done in 
the 1980s when the last major tax re-
form—true tax reform—was done. The 
time, the consultation, the discussion, 
and, yes, the compromise were at the 
core of that work. What is at the core 
of this work and this bill are very sim-
ply blatant partisanship. 

There is no question that our Tax 
Code needs to be reformed. I am pre-
pared to work on real tax reform, not 
the lie that we have before us but real 
tax reform that supports our middle 
class, drives our economy forward, and 
creates jobs. That would be the right 
way to do it, and that would be the way 
we could do it if we take a step back. 
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It is not too late. We could do it to-

morrow. It is never too late to do the 
right thing. I urge my colleagues to 
take the time and to engage in real 
compromise, legislation that is worthy 
of the name and a tax reform measure 
that truly is reform and benefits all 
Americans. 

I yield the floor for my colleague 
from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, this 
tax bill is truly astounding. Only in 
Washington—only in Washington— 
could Republicans borrow $1 trillion 
from China to fund massive tax cuts 
for big corporations and still need to 
raise taxes on millions of Americans in 
order to pay for it. 

Look, I understand my Republican 
friends are in a pickle. They need to 
give President Trump a win. The prob-
lem is that this White House is asking 
them to pass a tax plan built on the 
most unpopular policies in America, 
and I think my colleagues know it. 

They know that after all the Amer-
ican people have been through—the fi-
nancial crisis, the great recession, dec-
ades of wage stagnation, soaring edu-
cation, housing and healthcare costs— 
after all of this hardship, cutting taxes 
for corporations, taking healthcare 
away from 13 million people, and rais-
ing taxes on the middle class aren’t ex-
actly a recipe for winning the hearts of 
voters, let alone a strategy for building 
a more dynamic, inclusive, and pros-
perous economy for all Americans. 

So, yes, Republicans are in a tough 
spot. They know that if we had a sen-
sible campaign finance system, policies 
this disastrous would spell disaster for 
them in 2018. That is why they designed 
a tax bill that has nothing to do with 
simplifying our Tax Code and nothing 
to do with growing the wages of Amer-
ican workers. 

I appreciate my friend from Alaska 
talking about growth. I am all for 
growth. But first of all, I want to see 
growth in American wages, and it is 
really hard to have growth when you 
take $1 trillion, or more, and add it to 
the debt of the next generation and 
think that you are going to have 
growth when you are saddling them 
with greater and greater debt. This bill 
has nothing to do with creating jobs 
and everything to do with pleasing cor-
porate special interests that fund their 
campaigns. 

That is what brings us here today. 
That is how Senate Republicans are on 
the verge of trying to pass massive tax 
cuts for corporations that will be per-
manent. They don’t have to worry 
about it. They will be permanent—paid 
for, however, by raising taxes on work-
ing families and saddling our children 
and grandchildren with trillions in 
debt. 

I know some at home might wonder: 
How does the GOP get away with pa-
rading this bill around as a middle- 
class tax cut? It is because they are 
using smoke and mirrors to dupe you 

into thinking you are getting some-
thing of a tax cut. These so-called def-
icit hawks passed a budget that gives 
themselves permission to add $1.5 tril-
lion to the national debt by 2026—only 
a short 9 years from now—so long, how-
ever, as they don’t add a dime to our 
deficit the year after, in 2027. Isn’t it 
nice if you can be at home and give 
yourself permission to go ahead and 
add an enormous amount of debt and 
not worry about it? That is what they 
do. 

Here is the problem. It is damn near 
impossible to permanently slash the 
corporate tax rate from 35 percent to 20 
percent without hiking taxes on mil-
lions of average people. I call it incon-
venient math. That is why Republicans 
offer some families tiny, temporary—I 
underline ‘‘temporary’’—tax relief 
without owning up to the fact that Cin-
derella’s chariot turns into a pumpkin 
really fast. 

By 2019, Americans who make under 
$30,000 a year will be financially worse 
off under this plan. By 2021, Americans 
earning $40,000 a year will be worse off. 
By 2027, anyone earning less than 
$75,000 a year will get hit. 

I will admit, they found some pretty 
clever ways to pull off this con job. 
First, they end the State and local tax 
deduction and force millions of hard- 
working middle-class families in States 
like New Jersey to pay taxes twice on 
the same money. These families aren’t 
high rollers. In fact, 83 percent of New 
Jerseyans who claim the State and 
local tax deduction make under $200,000 
a year. As a matter of fact, nearly half 
of them make under $100,000 a year. I 
will say it again. Ending the State and 
local tax deduction is like one giant 
hit job on middle-class families in 
States like New Jersey. My constitu-
ents can’t afford to subsidize the rest 
of the country any more than they al-
ready do. 

Speaking about some of these com-
ments early, earlier this evening, the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania said 
on the Senate floor that the State and 
local tax deduction is a subsidy to 
States like New York and New Jersey. 
He said: ‘‘I don’t know how it could be 
possibly fair to force my constituent 
who lives in, say, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania, why they should pay 
more in income taxes to subsidize 
somebody who gets to live in a multi-
million-dollar condo in the Upper West 
Side of Manhattan.’’ That hypocrisy is 
amazing to me. Far from subsidizing 
successful States like New Jersey and 
New York, there are States that are ac-
tually taker States. They get more 
than they send to the Federal Treas-
ury. In fact, according to the Rocke-
feller Foundation, on average, each 
resident of Pennsylvania takes nearly 
$1,500 per year in Federal benefits more 
than they pay in Federal taxes. 

Even if the Rockefeller Foundation is 
wrong, let me read part of a letter sent 
by some of the very county executives 
and elected officials who represent 
Dauphin County. Here is part of a let-

ter they sent to their representatives: 
As county elected executives rep-
resenting Pennsylvania’s counties, we 
are writing to express our deep con-
cerns with proposals to eliminate de-
ductions for State and local taxes as 
the primary funding offset for Federal 
tax reform. 

They go on to say: Across the State— 
meaning Pennsylvania—more than 1.8 
million households claimed the State 
and local tax deduction for a total of 
$32.24 billion. We are particularly con-
cerned that the loss of the State and 
local tax deduction will harm middle- 
class homeowners and overall property 
values. Without the State and local tax 
deduction, our taxpayers, Pennsylvania 
taxpayers, would be doubly taxed. Such 
a policy is contrary—I am reading from 
their letter—to the intentions of our 
Founding Fathers and overturns the 
precedent set in the Civil War income 
tax imposed by President Lincoln and 
again in the original Federal Tax Code 
of 1913. There is strong rationale why 
the State and local taxes are included 
as one of the original six Federal tax 
deductions. Simply put, the State and 
local tax deduction is not a special 
loophole but instead a core principle of 
fiscal federalism that should be pre-
served. 

That is the letter. There is more. It 
is signed by a series of individuals who 
are elected representatives in Pennsyl-
vania, including those who represent 
Dauphin County. 

Every year, successful blue-chip 
States like New Jersey, New York, and 
Virginia contribute billions of dollars 
in tax revenue that goes to Americans 
in less productive, lower income 
States. Now Republicans are trying to 
take even more. We are sick and tired 
of it, and we want our money back. 

In fact, I will make a deal with you. 
Since you claim to not support States 
subsidizing other States, how about 
you send all of the Federal tax dollars 
you receive above and beyond what all 
of your taxpayers paid to the Federal 
Government and you transfer that 
back to my State of New Jersey? I will 
make that deal with you right now. 
Sound like a deal? I didn’t think so. 

Here is another thing that really 
ticks me off. It is the sneaky, secret 
tax hikes Republicans buried in this 
bill that bilk billions of dollars from 
Americans’ paychecks in the next two 
decades. Again, we know why they 
have to do it. Even after borrowing $2 
trillion from China, there is no way to 
pay for permanent corporate tax cuts 
without taking a bigger cut from 
American workers. Boy, have they 
found a sneaky way to do it. It is the 
most complicated, convoluted, boring 
tax increase in history, but, boy, it 
takes $500 billion out of American pay-
checks and sends it straight into the 
coffers of multinational corporations. 
That is really something to be proud 
of. It is called the Chained CPI. It 
seems like a tiny tweak to how the 
government measures the cost of liv-
ing. It is something we call inflation. 
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Here is the thing about inflation. Ask 

any American walking down the street 
if their wages have kept pace with ris-
ing costs, and they will laugh in your 
face. They will tell you that their in-
comes have barely budged, while every-
thing from the cost of milk to college 
tuition gets more expensive every year. 

What if the government pretended 
that the rising costs weren’t such a 
hardship? That is what we call the 
Chained CPI tax increase. Don’t take it 
from me; take it from a Republican tax 
hero, Grover Norquist. Here is what he 
had to say about this very provision, 
Chained CPI, in 2013. He said: 

This is one of those things invented by peo-
ple who are trying to raise taxes and pretend 
they’re not. If you change the law to get 
more money, that’s a tax increase—doesn’t 
matter how you do it or what you call it. 

We all expect to pay a little more in 
taxes if we get a big raise at work. Now 
Republicans want you to pay more in 
taxes even if you don’t get a raise. 
Each year, more of your income, under 
this provision, will be taxed in higher 
brackets, at the very same time your 
deductions and tax credits slowly lose 
their value. It is a clever way for the 
government to shave a bit more off 
your paycheck every year, even if your 
income hasn’t risen in years. It is a Re-
publican tax on wage stagnation and a 
Republican tax on the millennial gen-
eration. That is right—millennials are 
just now entering their prime earning 
years, and apparently they haven’t had 
it hard enough, not after the great re-
cession, not after drowning them in 
student loan debt. That is what Con-
gress really is doing—stick it to the 
millennials so that the Koch brothers 
can get a nice tax cut. 

The American people deserve to 
know the big lie at the heart of the 
Trump tax plan. The meager tax cuts 
for families are written in disappearing 
ink, while the sneaky tax hikes are 
carved into stone. It is the Republican 
majority’s dirty little secret—the se-
cret that even after borrowing $2 tril-
lion from China, they can’t perma-
nently cut taxes for corporations with-
out hiking taxes on millions of middle- 
class Americans and millions more who 
dream of becoming middle class. We 
have heard this all before—wild claims 
about tax cuts for the rich trickling 
down to working families. The truth is, 
they never do. 

I was in the House of Representatives 
when Congress passed the Bush tax 
cuts. I opposed taking the historic sur-
plus that President Clinton had created 
to be used by President Bush—which he 
inherited and squandered it on tax 
cuts, 27 percent of which went to the 
top 1 percent of Americans. That is 
chump change compared to the 60-plus 
percent that goes to the wealthy in the 
Trump tax plan. 

By 2027, Americans who make $40,000 
to $50,000 a year will pay a combined 
$5.3 billion more in taxes, while those 
who make millions get a $5.8 billion 
cut—pretty close. Americans making 
$40,000 to $50,000 a year pay a combined 

$5.3 billion more in taxes. Those who 
make millions get a $5.8 billion cut. 
There you have it. Republicans are A- 
OK with wealth redistribution so long 
as it is taking it from working families 
and giving it to the richest 1 percent. 

That 60-percent number doesn’t in-
clude the death blow this plan delivers 
to the Affordable Care Act, the finan-
cial cost to families when 13 million 
Americans lose their healthcare cov-
erage and everyone else gets saddled 
with higher premiums. 

Meanwhile, some Republicans are 
openly admitting that this tax bill will 
be the first shot fired in their race to 
dismantle Social Security, Medicaid, 
and Medicare. In fact, the Congres-
sional Budget Office—the nonpartisan 
scoring division for the Congress—al-
ready said that these tax cuts will trig-
ger huge, multibillion-dollar cuts to 
Medicare. And that is not the only way 
this bill screws over America’s seniors. 
According to the AARP, 5.2 million 
seniors will face higher taxes in the 
next decade. Think about that—asking 
seniors who have given this country a 
lifetime of hard work to pay for cor-
porate tax cuts. 

We know what corporations do with 
those tax cuts. During the Bush tax 
holiday in 2005, the Republicans prom-
ised big gains for workers, but corpora-
tions didn’t bring the billions of dollars 
they stashed offshore back home so 
they could build new factories or cre-
ate millions of new jobs or pay their 
workers better wages. The lion’s share 
of that windfall went to just two 
things: higher pay for CEOs and kick-
backs for their investors on Wall 
Street. 

I am not sure why White House ad-
viser Gary Cohn seemed so surprised 
the other day when so few CEOs who 
were before him said that they used the 
tax cuts to invest in American jobs. He 
asked for a show of hands. Only a cou-
ple raised their hands. Does anyone ac-
tually believe things will be different 
this time? Of course not. 

How do we know? It is because, un-
like my Republican friends in Con-
gress, corporations cannot lie to their 
shareholders about what they plan to 
do with $1 trillion in tax cuts. Their 
CEOs are openly admitting this wind-
fall will go straight to Wall Street. 
That is why I have been pushing for 
changes to this tax bill that would 
take away these big corporate tax cuts 
if workers don’t see bigger paychecks. 
Of course, that is not what Republicans 
have in mind. 

This tax plan has nothing to do with 
helping hard-working families get 
ahead in New Jersey and across Amer-
ica. It is not about helping folks who 
have good jobs but still live paycheck 
to paycheck. It is about one thing— 
cutting taxes permanently for big cor-
porations that are raking in record 
profits and just straight-out refusing 
to pay their workers decent wages. It is 
about cutting taxes for trust fund kids 
who were born on third base and think 
they hit a triple. It is about paving the 

way for massive cuts to Medicaid, 
Medicare, and Social Security. It is 
about bankrupting States of the re-
sources they need to invest in edu-
cation, in infrastructure, in public 
health, and in creating the growth for 
opportunity for all. 

These are the backward priorities of 
this legislation—tax cuts for big cor-
porations and wealthy campaign do-
nors that are paid for by taking bigger 
cuts out of workers’ paychecks and 
saddling our grandchildren, like my 
granddaughter, Evangelina, with $2 
trillion in debt. 

The only people who will come out on 
top from this legislation are those who 
are already sitting at the very top. So 
much for draining the swamp. This is 
about as mucky as it gets. I hope my 
colleagues come to their senses and put 
the brakes on this terrible tax bill. 

We can have tax reform—tax reform 
that is bipartisan, tax reform that can 
be permanent, tax reform that creates 
stability, tax reform that creates 
growth not just for companies but 
growth for American workers’ wages, 
and that creates a better economy for 
all. This deal is a bad deal for the 
American people, and they deserve 
much better. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, during 

Thanksgiving last week, families 
across the country came together to 
give thanks for the blessings of the 
past year. One group in particular— 
corporate CEOs—had a special reason 
to be thankful: the Republican tax bill 
we are considering today. Rather than 
engaging in a bipartisan process to de-
velop and enact meaningful tax reform 
that will benefit working Americans 
and small businesses, Republicans in 
Congress have spent the last few 
weeks. crafting tax cut legislation that 
will overwhelmingly favor large cor-
porations and ultrawealthy Americans. 
Just in time for the holiday season, 
this bill delivers everything on the Re-
publican donor class’s wish lis while 
providing the vast majority of working 
Americans with little more than a 
lump of coal. 

This tax bill would have harmful and 
far-reaching effects, in countless ways, 
for our economy, for the budget, for 
our healthcare system, for our environ-
ment, and for the pocketbooks of mid-
dle-income Americans from coast to 
coast; yet despite these enormous 
threats across the board, rarely, if 
ever, have I seen such a secretive and 
slapdash process and such a shoddy re-
sult. Republican leaders purposely 
chose a partisan process, not a bipar-
tisan process. 

This bill has one clear goal: provide 
corporations with permanent tax cuts 
at any and all costs. Unfortunately, the 
costs of providing these unnecessary 
cuts are high and fall disproportion-
ately on lower and middle-income 
Americans, who will only see tem-
porary cuts that will expire in 2025. 
The true purpose and slant of this bill 
are belied by the fact that huge tax 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:03 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G30NO6.081 S30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7553 November 30, 2017 
cuts for corporations would be perma-
nent, while the meager adjustments for 
hard-working Americans are only tem-
porary. Critical deductions relied upon 
by many Vermonters, including the 
State and local tax deduction, are re-
duced or eliminated. These changes are 
likely to result in higher taxes for 
many working families. To add insult 
to injury, even after targeting the mid-
dle class to pay for permanent cor-
porate tax cuts, the bill will still end 
up adding more than $1.4 trillion to our 
deficit and debt over the next 10 years. 

This is a bill that cheats our future 
for the sake of a tax-cut windfall for 
the 1 percent. It does absolutely won-
derful things for the wealthiest tax-
payers, like the President, his cronies, 
and his family, but it does not advance 
the common good. It offers crumbs to 
hard-working Americans, while the 
wealthiest individuals and corporations 
reap the rewards of this bill, with the 
false promise of trickle-down benefits 
to everyone else. The wealthiest are 
doing just fine, and big corporations al-
ready are pulling in record profits, 
which they are not investing but salt-
ing away. They don’t need more tax 
cuts. More than 400 millionaires have 
urgently told Congress that they don’t 
need more tax cuts. 

Even more appallingly, to pay for 
these tax giveaways for corporations, 
Republicans intend to strip health in-
surance from 13 million Americans, a 
move that threatens to seriously desta-
bilize the health insurance market. 
Americans with health insurance today 
will face higher premiums as a result of 
this bill becoming law. As the Congres-
sional Budget Office found in its recent 
analysis, by 2027, the bill takes away 
billions of dollars in Federal 
healthcare support for Americans mak-
ing less than $75,000. This needlessly 
putt innocent lives at risk. To the ex-
tent that working Vermonters see any 
benefit from the tax cuts included in 
this bill, those gains will be more than 
wiped away by these changes to our 
healthcare system. 

What is more, this Republican pro-
posal will also cause irreparable harm 
to our environment by opening up oil 
and gas drilling in the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge, ANWR—all to pay for 
tax breaks for corporations, including 
those in the oil and gas industry. Ex-
posing this breathtaking area of the 
country to the ravages of oil and gas 
drilling would be an environmental 
tragedy. Even worse, the rationale for 
it may be built on a false premise. 
There is evidence to suggest that open-
ing this area for development would 
not even provide the economic benefits 
being claimed. Turning ANWR into an 
oil field is yet another gift to corporate 
interests at the expense of the Amer-
ican people and at the cost of damage 
to their public lands. 

These are just some of the dev-
astating consequences this bill will 
have if it is enacted, and we know this 
isn’t even the bill on which we will ul-
timately cast a vote. This bill has been 

written and rewritten so many times 
behind closed doors, and we have every 
reason to believe Republicans will con-
clude this arcane reconciliation proc-
ess by offering a final amendment, un-
veiled at the last minute, without the 
benefit of thorough review and debate. 
For an issue this complex that touches 
every aspect of our economy, moving 
at a breakneck, partisan pace is a dan-
gerous and reckless approach. How 
many Senators who support this legis-
lation can look their constituents in 
the eye and honestly tell them they 
know every detail of this bill and how 
it will impact them and our country? 
Can the Senators who support this bill 
in good faith promise it won’t raise 
their constituents’ taxes, today, to-
morrow, next year, or in a decade? Or 
that it won’t set in motion slashing 
cuts to Medicare, Social Security, and 
Medicaid? 

Remember the promises the Repub-
lican majority made just months ago? 
They promised their bill would boost 
the economy and help middle-class 
Americans and that it wouldn’t explode 
the debt and the deficits. The President 
himself promised that the bill wouldn’t 
benefit him or other wealthy tax-
payers. Now, we know the truth. The 
independent Congressional Budget Of-
fice and countless economists have 
made clear that those promises have 
been utterly shredded. Further damage 
is done by this direct hit on the health 
insurance that is relied upon by mil-
lions of Americans and by the elimi-
nation of the deductibility of State and 
local taxes. Blowing a hole in the budg-
et will seed the ground for rising inter-
est rates that will hit every family and 
drag down our economy, and Repub-
lican cuts to Social Security, Medi-
care, and Medicaid will follow. 

Even these huge corporate tax cuts 
are not structured in a way that would 
truly encourage investments here at 
home and boost workers’ wages. There 
is no bang, let alone a popgun pop, for 
shoveling out these more than 2 mil-
lion bucks. 

We need to go back to the drawing 
board and start this process over again. 
Let Republicans and Democrats work 
together on real tax reform that sim-
plifies the Tax Code and provides real 
benefits to working Americans. This 
bill is not tax reform. This is a 
cartoonish caricature of what real tax 
reform should look like. It is dishonest 
to its core. It is cynical, and it can 
only breed more cynicism by the pub-
lic. It is not only bad policy, it is hor-
rible policy—and it is wrong. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
wish to speak about the so-called Re-
publican tax reform bill. 

When it comes to revising our tax 
system, I assumed there were two 
things my Republican colleagues would 
agree with me on. 

First, that tax reform doesn’t in-
crease taxes for middle-class families 
and, second, that tax reform wouldn’t 
balloon the deficit. 

Unfortunately, I was wrong on both 
counts. The bill that is before us does 

both of those things. Candidly, I’m sur-
prised that anyone can even call this 
bill tax reform with a straight face. 

I think it is clear to all of us and to 
the American people that this bill is 
nothing more than a windfall tax cut 
for big corporations and rich Ameri-
cans. 

There were no hearings on this bill 
with outside groups. There was no 
transparency in the drafting of this 
bill, and much like the healthcare de-
bacle, the result is a mess that not 
even all Republicans are supporting. 

This bill would blow a $1.4 trillion 
hole in our deficit. This bill would raise 
taxes on many working families by 
gutting important deductions like for 
State and local taxes. This bill would 
leave 13 million Americans without 
health insurance. This bill even has 
riders in it to allow drilling in pristine 
areas of the Alaskan wilderness. 

The bill takes all of these destructive 
actions just to put more money in the 
pockets of corporations and the richest 
Americans. 

This bill is one of the most fiscally 
irresponsible bills I have seen in quite 
some time. 

In fact, I don’t ever recall a tax bill 
on the Senate floor that drives up our 
deficit this much. 

Republicans are trying to convince 
Americans that these huge tax cuts for 
the rich will pay for themselves. Well, 
that is just not going to happen. 

If you don’t believe me, listen to all 
the economists who agree that this bill 
won’t accomplish the goals that Repub-
licans are claiming. 

While a higher deficit is bad enough 
on its own, I fear that Republicans will 
use this as an excuse to gut vital pro-
grams like Medicare, Medicaid, and So-
cial Security to pay for it. 

I can think of better ways to spend 
$1.4 trillion than cutting taxes for the 
rich. Imagine how many jobs would be 
created if we invested that money in 
rebuilding our crumbling infrastruc-
ture or the jobs created if we invested 
in clean energy solutions to reduce our 
dependence on fossil fuels. We could in-
vest in education to prepare our stu-
dents to compete in the new economy, 
or we could invest in our veterans by 
improving the care they receive at VA 
hospitals. 

Instead, Republicans want to waste 
that money lining the pockets of mil-
lionaires and billionaires, and it is the 
middle class who will pay the price. 

Every day I hear from Californians 
who are worried about this bill and 
what it means for their family’s budg-
ets. 

Here are some of their stories. 
Raleigh is a middle-class retiree in 

Davis, CA. He wrote me to say that his 
taxes would go up nearly $4,000 a year. 
He simply can’t afford such a drastic 
tax increase on his fixed budget. 

Mary lives in Berkeley, CA. She said 
the effects of this bill will be higher 
health insurance premiums because the 
bill goes after the individual mandate 
in the Affordable Care Act. The in-
creased costs could mean she will have 
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to choose between buying health insur-
ance or paying for her daughter’s col-
lege tuition. 

Michael is a senior in Los Angeles. 
He is afraid he will have to sell his 
house due to the elimination of the 
property tax deduction. 

Carol, who lives in Sacramento, tells 
me that her family’s taxes would go up 
almost $12,000 a year, making it harder 
for her to save for retirement. 

These are just a few stories about the 
hardships that Americans will face be-
cause of this bill. 

In fact, more than half of American 
households will pay more in taxes 
under the Republican plan. That is ap-
palling. 

Californians will be particularly hurt 
by the elimination of the State and 
local tax deduction. 

Since the national income tax was 
created in 1913, Americans have been 
able to prevent double taxation by de-
ducting state and local taxes. 

In 2015, more than 6 million Cali-
fornia households claimed this deduc-
tion, and the average amount deducted 
was $18,400. 

Even Americans who don’t claim the 
SALT deduction will be hurt by this 
proposal. 

Funding for critical services like 
schools, and police and fire depart-
ments would be in jeopardy as commu-
nities bear the impact of the increased 
tax burden on families. 

This bill also renews the Repub-
lican’s assault on the Affordable Care 
Act. The bill would drive up healthcare 
costs by repealing the individual man-
date. 

If this passes, prices in the market-
place would skyrocket, increasing by 
almost 10 percent each year, making 
healthcare unaffordable for many fami-
lies. The result would be 13 million 
fewer people with healthcare. 

One group, however, is the clear win-
ner, and that is big corporations. 

The Republican tax bill permanently 
slashes the corporate tax rate from 35 
percent to 20 percent. 

They will get to keep deductions 
taken away from ordinary people, al-
lowing companies to drive their execu-
tive tax rate down further. 

For instance, corporations will still 
be able to deduct State and local taxes 
they pay, while middle-class families 
won’t be allowed to. 

Under the Republican plan, corporate 
tax cuts are made permanent, keeping 
their tax rates low. Meanwhile, the 
lower tax rates for the middle class 
would disappear, further shifting the 
tax burden onto American families. 

The misplaced priorities in this tax 
cut bill are bad for families and bad for 
America. This bill is being rushed 
through in large part because it is 
harmful to families. It clearly skews to 
benefit big corporations and the rich. 
It explodes our deficit, leaving the mid-
dle-class to pay the tab. 

I cannot support this bill, and I urge 
my Republican colleagues to join me in 
opposing it. 

Scrap this fiscally irresponsible leg-
islation, and work with Democrats on 
true tax reform that puts the middle 
class first. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I rise to 
express my support for our renewable 
energy tax incentives. The production 
tax credit, PTC, for wind and the in-
vestment tax credit, ITC, for solar 
must remain intact as agreed to in this 
Chamber 2 years ago. These two credits 
are necessary to continue to create 
clean energy jobs in Colorado. Al-
though the Senate tax package does 
not modify the PCT and ITC, the House 
version includes harmful changes to 
the existing credits. 

During the Finance Committee mark 
up, I asked the majority if they intend 
to preserve the ITC and PTC credits in 
current law during conference. Senator 
GRASSLEY stated that, in private con-
versations with the administration, it 
indicated it would preserve the bipar-
tisan compromise on energy credits. I 
urge the leadership to retain existing 
law on the energy tax credits during 
conference. I take this opportunity to 
ask unanimous consent that our ex-
change from the Finance Committee 
markup be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Senator BENNET. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. Thanks so much for having a second 
round of questions. 

Ms. Acuna, I would like to know if the lack 
of an energy title in the Senate markup im-
plies an endorsement of the House bill which 
undercuts the permanent extension of the 
ITC for solar, it reduces the credit for the 
wind PTC. Or does the Committee plan on 
honoring the ITC, PTC commitment we 
made two years ago in a bipartisan way dur-
ing reconciliation at conference? Do you ex-
pect to maintain that in the conference and 
is that our position? 

Ms. ACUNA. Thank you. I am not at liberty 
to speak of whether or not the mark rep-
resents an endorsement or a lack of endorse-
ment of the House bill with respect to the 
energy provisions. That rests with our mem-
bers and I will leave it at that. 

Senator BENNET. So can silence be read to 
be acquiescence to the House bill? How 
should we understand it? 

What is the administration’s position, Mr. 
West, on this question? 

Mr. WEST. I am not here to speak to the 
administration’s position today, Senator, on 
that particular provision. 

Senator GRASSLEY. If the senator would 
yield, I can speak to—— 

Senator BENNET. Sure, I would yield to my 
colleague. You were at the heart of those ne-
gotiations. 

Senator GRASSLEY. Yeah. From this stand-
point, both in the privacy of my office pre- 
Mnuchin nomination and at this hearing, I 
asked that very question about the adminis-
tration’s or at least his view on preserving 
it. I do not know whether he get into the 
pros and cons of the tax, but I brought it up 
from the standpoint that two years ago we 
established a transition rule phasing out the 
wind energy credit in 2020. And that is three 
years through that process. That transition 
rule ought to be maintained and he said yes. 

Senator BENNET. Well, let me say I am 
grateful for your leadership as I always have 
been. 

That is not the position that the House has 
taken in their bill. 

Senator GRASSLEY. They have done great 
damage to our transition rule. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I intend 
to offer the following motion to H.R. 1, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
printed in the RECORD. The motion is 
supported by Senators VAN HOLLEN and 
WARNER. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Carper moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) reduce incentives for companies to shift 
production and jobs overseas by enacting a 
more effective minimum tax on foreign prof-
its that broadens the applicable income sub-
ject to this tax and that applies this tax on 
a country-by-country basis. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
intend to offer the following motions 
to H.R. 1, and I ask unanimous consent 
that they be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Van Hollen moves to commit the bill 

H.R. 1 to the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate with instructions to report the same 
back to the Senate in 3 days, not counting 
any day on which the Senate is not in ses-
sion, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) both— 
(A) make business tax reform revenue-neu-

tral; and 
(B) eliminate the perverse incentive cre-

ated by a delayed corporate tax cut for com-
panies to make money-losing investments. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Van Hollen moves to commit the bill 

H.R. 1 to the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate with instructions to report the same 
back to the Senate in 3 days, not counting 
any day on which the Senate is not in ses-
sion, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; 

(2) make business tax reform revenue-neu-
tral; 

(3) eliminate the perverse incentive cre-
ated by a delayed corporate tax cut for com-
panies to make money-losing investments; 
and 

(4) redirect the resulting increase in rev-
enue to provide tax relief for households 
with incomes of less than $250,000. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Van Hollen moves to commit the bill 

H.R. 1 to the Committee on Finance with in-
structions to report the same back to the 
Senate in 3 days, not counting any day on 
which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) require the President of the United 
States to make available to the public the 
President’s tax returns for not less than the 
3 most recent taxable years, for the purpose 
of determining whether the President would 
receive a personal financial benefit as a re-
sult of the bill. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
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following motion to commit be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Baldwin moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the Senate in 3 days, not counting any day 
on which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) support the President’s plan to close 
the carried interest loophole. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I have 
three motions to commit that I believe 
the Senate should consider during our 
debate of H.R. 1, The Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act. 

I ask unanimous consent that my 
motions to commit be printed in the 
RECORD. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Merkley moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the Senate in 3 days, not counting any day 
on which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) raise the Federal corporate income tax 
rate to 25 percent to pay for K-12 education 
through block grants to States. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Merkley moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the Senate in 3 days, not counting any day 
on which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) increase the Federal corporate income 
tax rate to 25 percent and transfer any in-
crease in Federal revenues resulting from 
such increase to the Highway Trust Fund 
under section 9503 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Merkley moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the Senate in 3 days, not counting any day 
on which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) provide for a $3,000 refundable income 
tax credit for taxpayers earning less than 
$100,000 and fully pay for the cost of such 
credit by eliminating all or a portion of the 
corporate income tax rate cuts and the de-
duction for pass-through business income, by 
reinstating completely the alternative min-
imum tax, and by repealing the changes to 
the Federal estate tax. 

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of my 
motion to commit, made with the sup-
port of Senator HEINRICH, be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Udall moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources with instructions to report the 
same back to the Senate in 3 days, not 

counting any day on which the Senate is not 
in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; 

(2) provide for full, permanent, and manda-
tory funding for the payment in lieu of taxes 
program under chapter 69 of title 31, United 
States Code; and 

(3) provide for the permanent authoriza-
tion of the Secure Rural Schools and Com-
munity Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 
U.S.C. 7101 et seq.). 

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of my 
motion to commit, made with the sup-
port of Senator HEITKAMP, be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Udall moves to commit the bill H.R. 1 

to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) increase revenue by sufficient amounts 
to provide full funding levels for all pro-
grams administered by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (including public safety and justice, 
education, social services, and natural re-
sources programs), programs administered 
by the Indian Health Service, and housing 
programs carried out pursuant to the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996. 

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of my 
motion to commit be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Udall moves to commit the bill H.R. 1 

to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) establish a tax deduction for small busi-
nesses on the first $25,000 in business income 
for any small business including C corpora-
tions, sole proprietorships, partnerships and 
S corporations, accompanied by a phase-out 
for businesses beginning at $200,000 in income 
and ending at $250,000 in income, or twice 
that amount for couples filing jointly, to en-
sure that the deduction benefits the entities 
most in need. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the following mo-
tions to H.R. 1, the Tax Reconciliation 
Act, be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) preserve the estate tax at current levels 
and devote all revenue generated therefrom 
equally between military readiness and the 
opioid crisis in the United States. 

Motion to Commit With Instructions 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) secure the long-term integrity of unem-
ployment compensation and related pro-
grams for individuals who become unem-
ployed during economic downturns, includ-
ing extended unemployment compensation, 
disaster unemployment assistance, and work 
sharing. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) would ensure that the bill does not re-
sult in any reduction in health insurance 
coverage for children, including by elimi-
nating any provision that would result in (A) 
a reduction in the amount or availability of 
premium assistance subsidies for individuals 
purchasing health insurance coverage 
through an Exchange established for or by a 
State under title I of the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act; or (B) a reduction 
in Federal spending on the Medicaid program 
under title XIX of the Social Security Act. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) would ensure that the bill does not re-
sult in any reduction in health insurance 
coverage for seniors, including by elimi-
nating any provision that would result in (A) 
a reduction in the amount or availability of 
premium assistance subsidies for individuals 
purchasing health insurance coverage 
through an Exchange established for or by a 
State under title I of the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act; or (B) a reduction 
in Federal spending on the Medicaid program 
under title XIX of the Social Security Act. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) include a provision requiring the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to ne-
gotiate prescription drug costs under the 
Medicare program, particularly with in-
verted corporations. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and (2) provide additional weeks of 
unemployment insurance, training, and 
placement assistance for workers whose jobs 
are lost due to automation. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Reed moves to commit the bill, H.R. 1, 

to the committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
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in three days, not counting any day on which 
the Senate is not in session, with changes 
that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2)(A) designate a total national bond limi-
tation of $30,000,000,000 for qualified school 
infrastructure bonds ($10,000,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2018 through 2020) for up-
grades, repair, construction, or replacement 
of school buildings, systems, or components; 
(B) allocate such bond authority to States 
based on the proportion of funds received by 
the State under part A of title I of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965; and (C) require that the Federal govern-
ment provide a tax credit of 100 percent of 
the interest on any qualified school infra-
structure bonds, with such credit being al-
lowed to be issued as a tax credit to the 
bondholder or as a direct payment to the 
bond issuer; and 

(3) expand qualified zone academy bonds to 
$1,400,000,000 annually and remove the pri-
vate business contribution requirement for 
local education agencies to participate in 
the qualified zone academy bond program. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
intend to offer the following motion to 
H.R. 1, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the RECORD. The 
motion is supported by Senators CAR-
PER and WARNER. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Mr. Van Hollen moves to commit the bill 

H.R. 1 to the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate with instructions to report the same 
back to the Senate in 3 days, not counting 
any day on which the Senate is not in ses-
sion, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) reduce incentives for companies to shift 
production and jobs overseas by enacting a 
true minimum tax on foreign profits that 
does not provide an exemption for a routine 
return and applies this tax on a country-by- 
country basis. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the text 
of my motion to commit be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Cortez Masto moves to commit the bill 

H.R. 1 to the Committee on Finance with in-
structions to report the same back to the 
Senate in 3 days, not counting any day on 
which the Senate is not in session, with 
changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; 

(2) strike provisions in the bill that would 
harm individuals ages 50 and older by reduc-
ing their access to affordable health care or 
limiting coverage or benefits in the private 
health insurance market; and 

(3) strike provisions in the bill that would 
increase taxes for individuals ages 50 and 
older from the date of the enactment of the 
bill until 2037. 

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my motions to 
commit be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-

tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) help students afford the cost of higher 
education. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) protect funding for historically Black 
colleges and universities. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) support Impact Aid payments to school 
districts that have Federal property in their 
jurisdiction. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) hold for-profit colleges and other insti-
tutions of higher education accountable 
when they prey on, mislead, and defraud stu-
dents. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) protect taxpayers from identity fraud. 
MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 

Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 
1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) strike provisions that raise taxes on 
low-income taxpayers. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) strike provisions that raise taxes on the 
middle class. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) strike provisions that give tax cuts to 
the rich. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Rules with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) establish an independent committee to 
advise the Federal government on election 
cybersecurity. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources with instructions to report the 
same back to the Senate in 3 days, not 
counting any day on which the Senate is not 
in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) ensure adequate earthquake disaster as-
sistance funding. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) increase funding for community devel-
opment block grants. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) increase funding for affordable housing 
programs. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) incentivize States to reform their 
criminal justice systems, including by en-
couraging the replacement of the use of pay-
ment of secured money bail as a condition of 
pretrial release in criminal cases. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) prepare the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency to respond to natural disas-
ters affecting United States territories and 
islands. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate with instructions to report the same 
back to the Senate in 3 days, not counting 
any day on which the Senate is not in ses-
sion, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) provide a path to citizenship through 
comprehensive immigration reform legisla-
tion. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 
Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 

1 to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate with instructions 
to report the same back to the Senate in 3 
days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) provide funding to ensure that the bene-
fits of clean air and clean drinking water are 
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enjoyed equally by all Americans, regardless 
of economic status. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 

Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 
1 to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate with instructions 
to report the same back to the Senate in 3 
days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that— 

(1) are within the jurisdiction of such com-
mittee; and 

(2) provide full funding for removal and re-
mediation at sites on the National Priorities 
List developed by the President in accord-
ance with section 105(a)(8)(B) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9605(a)(8)(B)). 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 

Ms. Harris moves to commit the bill H.R. 
1 to the Committee on Finance with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
in 3 days, not counting any day on which the 
Senate is not in session, with changes that 
provide for worker training programs, such 
as training programs that target workers 
that need advanced skills to progress in their 
current profession or apprenticeship or cer-
tificate programs that provide retraining for 
a new industry. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

WORLD AIDS DAY 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, on De-
cember 1, we mark World AIDS Day, 
reflect on the more than 35 million peo-
ple who have died of HIV or AIDS, and 
recommit to leading the way to an 
AIDS-free generation. 

For more than a decade, the United 
States has been a leader in the global 
fight against HIV/AIDS, and this in-
vestment has shown real returns. The 
progress in treatment of both adults 
and children living with HIV/AIDS has 
been dramatic. According to the World 
Health Organization, in 2005, only 14 
percent of women received services for 
the prevention of mother-to-child 
transmission. By 2016, that number had 
grown to 76 percent. Since 2001, the 
number of children born HIV-positive 
has decreased by more than half. 

We should not interpret these 
metrics of progress to mean that our 
work is done or that we can afford to 
pull back from our commitment to 
eradicate this epidemic. Children, in 
particular, remain especially vulner-

able to HIV/AIDS. The Elizabeth Glazer 
Pediatric AIDS Foundation notes that 
there are still 2.1 million children liv-
ing with HIV, and these children are 
receiving treatment at rates far below 
that of adults. The failure to support 
effective and acceptable HIV services 
for adolescents has resulted in a 50 per-
cent increase in reported AIDS-related 
deaths in this group compared with the 
30 percent decline seen in the general 
population from 2005 to 2012, according 
to the World Health Organization. We 
must do better. 

The challenge of protecting children 
from HIV/AIDS is not just about access 
to treatment. We must also continue to 
work to prevent mother-to-child trans-
mission, which is the leading cause of 
HIV infection in children, by improving 
services to pregnant mothers. We do 
this by strengthening healthcare sys-
tems in the most affected countries 
and by continuing to support the Presi-
dent’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Re-
lief, or PEPFAR, and local nongovern-
mental organizations in the fight 
against HIV/AIDS. 

The bipartisan commitment to ad-
dressing the complex challenges of the 
HIV/AIDS epidemic remains strong. 
However, this year, the Trump admin-
istration proposed cutting roughly 30 
percent of the international affairs 
budget. This is risky, short-sighted, 
wrong, and will dramatically impact 
our leadership on global health issues. 

The international affairs budget sup-
ports programs that have been both in-
strumental in preventing and treating 
pediatric AIDS and in encouraging 
other donor countries and organiza-
tions to match our participation. Dras-
tic cuts will impact not only our rep-
utation and our partnerships in the 
international community, but will 
have long-term consequences we can-
not clearly predict today. 

The international effort to combat 
pediatric AIDS exemplifies the ways in 
which countries, local NGOs, and the 
private sector can come together to 
protect the most vulnerable among us. 
Last month, I was proud to work with 
Senator RUBIO to introduce S. Res. 310, 
a resolution to recognize the impor-
tance of a continued commitment to 
ending pediatric AIDS worldwide. I 
want to acknowledge the leadership of 
Congresswomen ROS-LEHTINEN and LEE 
on a companion resolution in the 
House of Representatives and thank 
my colleagues who have joined as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 310 thus far: Sen-
ators BLUMENTHAL, BOOKER, BOOZMAN, 
COONS, DURBIN, FEINSTEIN, FRANKEN, 
HATCH, ISAKSON, KING, KLOBUCHAR, 
MARKEY, NELSON, RUBIO, and VAN HOL-
LEN. 

This bipartisan effort represents one 
of many steps to reinforce U.S. leader-
ship in combating HIV and AIDS and in 
protecting children around the world. 
On World AIDS Day, I call on my col-
leagues to redouble our support of U.S. 
Government programs that fight HIV/ 
AIDS and build healthcare capacity to-
wards an AIDS-free generation. 

TRIBUTE TO LUCY KELLY 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 

recognize the hard work of my Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee law clerk Lucy Kelly. Lucy 
hails from Seattle, WA, and is a sec-
ond-year law student at American Uni-
versity. 

While clerking for the Commerce 
Committee, Lucy assisted the Sub-
committee on Consumer Protection, 
Product Safety, Insurance, and Data 
Security. She is a dedicated worker 
who was committed to getting the 
most out of her clerkship. I extend my 
sincere thanks and appreciation to 
Lucy for all of the fine work she did for 
the committee and wish her continued 
success in the years to come. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

REMEMBERING G. THOMAS EISELE 
∑ Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to pay tribute to former U.S. 
District Judge G. Thomas Eisele who 
passed away on Sunday, November 26, 
at the age of 94. 

Judge Eisele was a native of Hot 
Springs, AR. He served as a private in 
the U.S. Army during World War II and 
then went on to attend Harvard Law 
School. Eisele then came back to Ar-
kansas to practice law in Hot Springs 
and Little Rock. 

When Winthrop Rockefeller ran for 
Governor in 1966, Eisele became a legal 
adviser to his campaign and then to 
Governor Rockefeller during his ad-
ministration. Rockefeller rec-
ommended to President Richard Nixon 
that Eisele be appointed to the U.S. 
District Court for the Eastern District 
of Arkansas. Eisele was appointed to 
the position in 1970 and served on the 
bench for 41 years, including as chief 
judge from 1975 to 1991. 

Judge Eisele was widely respected by 
his legal peers and was known by law-
yers who argued cases before him for 
his thoughtful approach in the court-
room. An intelligent, passionate, hu-
morous, and reverent man, Judge 
Eisele left a significant judicial legacy 
when he retired from the court in 2011. 

His colleagues, former law clerks, 
and others he impacted all fondly re-
flect on and remember his profes-
sionalism, integrity, wisdom, and de-
meanor. To understand how highly re-
garded he was, we need look no further 
than the establishment of the G. 
Thomas Eisele Endowment for the 
Study of the History of the United 
States Federal Courts in Arkansas at 
the University of Arkansas at Little 
Rock. 

I am grateful for the influence that 
Judge Eisele had on our State, coun-
try, and judicial system during his ex-
traordinary career. I also want to ac-
knowledge and thank him for his serv-
ice in the military as part of America’s 
Greatest Generation. He will certainly 
be missed, but I hope his loved ones 
take comfort in his incredible legacy 
and life well-lived.∑ 
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TRIBUTE TO TED KOENIG 

∑ Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, this 
week, I have the distinct honor of rec-
ognizing Ted Koenig of Kalispell for 
lending a hand with the humanitarian 
relief efforts in the U.S. Virgin Islands. 
A few months ago, after the devasta-
tion of hurricanes Irma and Maria, Ted 
left his home in northwestern Montana 
and traveled to the Caribbean to take 
part in the recovery. 

When Ted arrived on the island of St. 
Thomas in late September, he arrived 
to immense destruction. His initial 
mission on the island was to serve as a 
planner, helping to assess needs and co-
ordinate resources for the recovery, a 
job Ted is familiar with as he serves in 
a similar position as the northwestern 
Montana disaster program manager for 
the Red Cross. However, Ted spent the 
first few days hand-delivering essential 
supplies to areas outside the reach of 
emergency distribution centers. After 
helping deliver the basic necessities, 
Ted spent the final 2 weeks consoli-
dating damage assessments to inform 
decisionmakers about the require-
ments for longer term recovery. 

Helping others in need is common in 
Big Sky Country, and Ted’s journey to 
St. Thomas is another example of this 
ethic in action. This ethic runs deep 
from Kalispell to Broadus, from the 
Flathead River to the Powder River, 
and is revealed in Montana having one 
of the highest per capita Peace Corps 
volunteer rates in the Nation. It comes 
as no surprise that Ted served 3 years 
in the Peace Corps and was stationed 
in Madagascar. Thank you, Ted, for 
using your steady determination to 
help others overcome difficult cir-
cumstances.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING WESLEY F. 
BUCHELE 

∑ Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, today 
I want to honor the life and work of a 
man whose inventions—most notably, 
the large round hay baler—literally 
changed the landscape of America. 
Wesley Fisher Buchele, a native Kan-
san and professor emeritus of agricul-
tural engineering at Iowa State Uni-
versity, died September 13, 2017, at a 
hospice in Ames, IA. He was age 97. 

Wes and his twin brother Luther were 
born in a Kansas farmhouse near Cedar 
Vale, KS, on March 18, 1920, to Charles 
and Bessie (Fisher) Buchele. Wesley 
and Luther were the youngest of seven 
Buchele brothers. 

Growing up on a Kansas farm in the 
1920s and 1930s was hard work. Eco-
nomic depression in rural America 
started early in the 1920s and worsened 
when the Great Depression hit the en-
tire country in 1929. When Wes was 11, 
his father, Charles Buchele, died, leav-
ing Wes’s mother and the Buchele 
brothers to run the family farm. Wes 
and Luther and several other brothers 
were still in school. 

The Bucheles ran a raw milk farm. 
Among other jobs, Wes delivered fresh 

milk early in the morning on his way 
to school, which sometimes made him 
late to school. When the principal 
found out why Wes was late, he essen-
tially gave Wes permission to be late if 
needed, saying that Wes had made 
more money for his family that morn-
ing than the principal would make all 
week. 

All the brothers worked to fill their 
father’s shoes, driven by the fear of los-
ing the family farm because of a $5,000 
mortgage, roughly $60,000 in today’s 
money. They succeeded. At the close of 
the Depression, the Buchele farm was 
the only one in their valley stil1 in the 
same family’s hands as at the begin-
ning of the Depression. 

At age 15, Wes was running a four- 
man threshing crew, when ‘‘it was 
105°F in the shade—and there was no 
shade!’’ The Buchele brothers bought a 
used tractor and ran it 24 hours a day, 
doing contract field work. One night, 
Wes pulled a night shift on that trac-
tor, and while plowing, he woke up as 
the tractor powered through a fence. 

The experiences of the sweaty, dirty, 
grueling work of threshing grain and 
baling hay led him to a lifelong inter-
est in making the lives of farmers easi-
er and safer. 

After graduating from Cedar Vale 
High School, Wes enrolled at Kansas 
State College where he earned bachelor 
of Science degree in agricultural engi-
neering. While at Kansas State, Wes 
met Mary Jagger. They were married 
at Mary’s hometown of Minneapolis, 
KS, on June 12, 1945. 

At K-State, Wes enlisted in the Re-
serve Officers Training Corps, ROTC. 
As second lieutenant in the U.S. Army, 
Wes was on a troop ship sailing toward 
Japan for the anticipated invasion 
when Japan announced its surrender 
after atomic bombs were dropped on 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Wes was part 
of the demilitarizing force on the is-
land of Hokkaido and the northern part 
of the island of Honshu, Japan. After 
World War II, Wes served in the Army 
Reserve for 20 years, retiring as a 
major. 

After leaving Active Army Duty, Wes 
worked as an engineer for several years 
for John Deere in Waterloo, IA. He 
then left John Deere to do graduate 
work at the University of Arkansas, 
Fayetteville, where he earned his mas-
ter’s degree agricultural and mechan-
ical engineering. He and Mary then 
moved to Ames, IA, where he earned 
his Ph.D. in agricultural engineering 
and soil physics at Iowa State Univer-
sity. 

After earning his Ph.D., Wes taught 
at Michigan State University in East 
Lansing, MI, before returning to Iowa 
State University in 1963 to join its fac-
ulty. 

As noted by his son, Steven Buchele, 
after the move back to Ames, ‘‘Dad 
never worked another day of his life. 
For Dad, it was all fun and interesting 
and ISU encouraged his imagination 
and he loved teaching and inventing 
things. It wasn’t work, and he earned 
the name ‘Wild Wes.’ ’’ 

He also earned the name ‘‘Blood and 
Guts Buchele’’ for how he championed 
the cause of farm machinery safety. In 
class, he showed hundreds of slides of 
people who had lost arms or legs, hands 
or feet to a PTO shaft or a grain auger 
or what a farmer looked like after 
being sprayed with anhydrous ammo-
nia. One student said that he never 
looked at farming the same way after 
seeing Wes’s slides. 

At Iowa State, Wes’s creativity blos-
somed. He published hundreds of tech-
nical articles, aided greatly by the able 
editing of his wife, Mary. He was 
awarded 23 patents, the two most nota-
ble being the large round baler and the 
axial-flow threshing cylinder for com-
bines. Almost all combines sold today 
are rotary combines that employ a var-
iation of the axial-flow threshing cyl-
inder. 

Wes also designed blade guards for 
rotary lawn mowers, a tandem trac-
tor—a precursor to the four-wheel 
drive tractor—and devices for har-
vesting crops like strawberries, alfalfa, 
and marigolds. He developed a ridge- 
till farming system that, in addition to 
saving farmers time and fuel, also 
helped the environment by conserving 
topsoil and soil moisture. It was a pre-
cursor to today’s ‘‘No-till farming.’’ 

Wes loved teaching and mentoring 
the hundreds of graduate students who 
came from all over the world specifi-
cally to study with him. Upon gradua-
tion, they then went into industry or 
back to their home countries, helping 
further improve agricultural practices 
throughout the world. 

Wes published three books: ‘‘The 
Grain Harvesters’’ with Graeme Quick, 
in 1978; ‘‘Just Call Us Luck’’ with twin 
brother, Luther, about their childhood 
in Kansas, in 2008; and ‘‘Who Really In-
vented the Cotton Gin’’ with William 
D. Mayfield in 2016. He also wrote 
many other unpublished books, includ-
ing a volume two to the Grain Har-
vesters, and hundreds of short stories. 

Leading up to and after retirement in 
1989, Mary and Wes traveled the world, 
teaching in China before and after 
Tiananmen Square, in Ghana, Aus-
tralia, Tanzania, Nigeria, and the Phil-
ippines. 

After the death of his wife, Mary, in 
2000, Wes wou1d visit, his four children 
and their spouses—Rod and his wife, 
Mary Lou, Marybeth, Sheron and her 
husband, Curtis, and Steven and his 
wife, Suzanne, his eight grandchildren, 
and four great-grandchildren, staying 
for 6 weeks to 2 months, depending on 
‘‘the list.’’ ‘‘When Dad arrived, he 
would ask for ‘the list,’ a list of things 
that needed fixing around the house, 
promising to stay only as long as there 
were things to do on that list. Then he 
would move on to the next child’s fam-
ily—and a new list,’’ said Steve 
Buchele. 

On Labor Day 2017, Wes decided to 
mow the backyard of the home in Ames 
he shared with his daughter, Marybeth. 
As he used a rope to lower the lawn 
mower down a slope to finish mowing, 
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he had a major stroke. Nine days later, 
he died, after hundreds of friends and 
family came to hospice to say good- 
bye. 

Wes Buchele lived a long, full, pro-
ductive life with energy and verve. He 
had, indeed, fulfilled his calling to help 
make the lives of farmers easier and 
safer, and our country and our world 
are better for that.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING ROGER ROTH 

∑ Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the life and legacy of 
Roger Roth, who passed away on No-
vember 21, 2017, at the age of 70. Roger 
grew up on a farm near Chelsea, SD, 
and graduated from Cresbard High 
School in 1965. 

In 1969, Roger began 39 years of pub-
lic service as a postal carrier and then 
the postmaster at Warner, SD. His 
dedication to the people he served was 
recognized in 2001 when the National 
Association of Postmasters of the 
United States named him the Post-
master of the Year. 

We are also grateful for Roger’s 38 
years of service in the U.S. Army Re-
serve in both Aberdeen, SD, and Alex-
andria, VA. 

For many years, Roger was also a 
coach and umpire for many youth 
sports teams from midget league to 
college. He coached and helped coach 
the Warner American Legion baseball 
team for more than 25 years and was a 
South Dakota American Legion ath-
letic commissioner for 5 years. He was 
a positive force in the lives of thou-
sands of young people and was admired 
by all who met him. 

He also played baseball and softball 
for many years and was inducted into 
the Aberdeen Area Softball Hall of 
Fame and the South Dakota Baseball 
Hall of Fame. 

He was the official scorekeeper for 
Warner High School boys’ and girls’ 
basketball teams and for the Northern 
State University men’s and women’s 
basketball teams. He even drove the 
bus for the Presentation College base-
ball and volleyball teams. 

Roger was a member of the Warner 
Volunteer Fire Department, the War-
ner Sanitary Sewer District Board, the 
Warner-Stratford Lions Club, the 
Moose Lodge, the League Postmasters, 
and the Local National Active and Re-
tired Federal Employees organization. 

In the small town of Warner, when-
ever help was needed, he was there to 
help meet that need. 

Above all else, Roger was a loving, 
caring husband to his wife, Judy, and 
to his children, Jim and Becky. He is 
gone now, but memories of him will 
live forever in the hearts of thousands 
of South Dakotans.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING ANNA DIGGS 
TAYLOR 

∑ Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, 
today I wish to remember and pay trib-
ute to Judge Anna Diggs Taylor, who 

turned her lifelong passion for justice 
into a highly successful legal career, 
breaking down barriers for women and 
people of color and inspiring me and so 
many others in our State. 

When Anna Katherine Johnston was 
born in 1932 in Washington, DC, women 
had very few options. African-Amer-
ican women had even fewer. However, 
Anna’s parents, Hazel Bramlette John-
ston—a business teacher—and 
Virginius Douglass Johnston—a How-
ard University trustee—deeply believed 
in the power of education and in their 
smart, hard-working daughter. When 
she was in 10th grade, they pulled her 
from the segregated DC school system 
and enrolled her in the prestigious 
Northfield School for Girls in Massa-
chusetts, from which she graduated in 
1950. 

Her own early experiences with seg-
regation and witnessing how the law 
could be used as a tool to further 
equality led her to the legal profession. 
It wasn’t a common career path for 
women in those days. In fact, when she 
graduated from Yale Law School in 
1957, there were only four other women 
in her class. About 5,500 women were 
practicing lawyers in the United States 
in 1960. 

Anna got her chance to join those 
ranks when J. Ernest Wilkins, the first 
African-American man appointed as an 
Assistant Secretary of Labor, hired her 
as a staff lawyer in the Office of the 
Solicitor. In 1960, Anna married Con-
gressman Charles Diggs, Jr., and 
moved to Detroit, where she had two 
children and a career, including as an 
assistant Wayne County prosecutor. 

In 1964, her passion for justice led her 
to Mississippi, where she represented 
civil rights workers who were jailed for 
helping register African-American vot-
ers. She arrived the same day civil 
rights activists James Chaney, Andrew 
Goodman, and Michael Schwerner dis-
appeared, and she became a target of 
hatred herself when an angry mob 
yelled racial slurs at her and three 
other activists as they were leaving the 
Neshoba County courthouse after try-
ing to question the sheriff. 

Over the years, Anna worked both in 
private practice and in public service, 
as an assistant U.S. attorney and man-
aging her husband’s congressional of-
fice. When she and her husband later 
divorced, she helped to elect Coleman 
Young as Detroit’s first Black mayor 
and worked to integrate city govern-
ment during his administration. 

In 1976, Anna married S. Martin Tay-
lor and worked on Jimmy Carter’s 
Presidential campaign. Three years 
later, President Garter appointed her 
to the U.S. District Court for the East-
ern District of Michigan. She was the 
first Black woman Federal judge to 
serve in our State and the first Black 
Woman chief judge for that circuit. She 
retired in 2011. 

She once said that ‘‘black judges 
have an important role, especially in 
staying close to their communities,’’ 
and Judge Taylor did just that. She 

was deeply involved in community or-
ganizations including the Community 
Foundation for Southeast Michigan. 
She was an adjunct labor law professor 
at Wayne State University, vice presi-
dent of the Yale Law School Associa-
tion, and served on the joint steering 
committee of the gender and racial 
ethnic fairness task forces for the 
Sixth Circuit, positions that allowed 
her to help open the same doors that 
others had opened for her. 

In a biography, Judge Taylor once 
wrote that her legal career was ‘‘a 
thousand times more exciting, more in-
tellectually challenging, and more en-
riching’’ than she had ever imagined 
while at Yale Law. That didn’t mean it 
was easy; breaking barriers never is. 
Yet she did it. Judge Taylor’s life and 
career will long serve as an example of 
just how far you can go with hard 
work, persistence, and a passionate 
dedication to your ideals. 

I think that young girl in a seg-
regated DC classroom would be really 
proud. I know that many people in 
Michigan certainly are. 

Thank you.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 12:23 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 2810. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. HATCH). 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3506. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the Specialty Crops Pro-
gram, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Pistachios Grown in California, Arizona, 
and New Mexico; Decreased Assessment 
Rate’’ (Docket No. AMS–SC–17–0048) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on November 27, 2017; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3507. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the Specialty Crops Pro-
gram, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Softwood Lumber Research Promotion, 
Consumer Education and Industry Informa-
tion Order; De Minimis Quantity Exemption 
Threshold’’ (Docket No. AMS–SC–16–0066) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 
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EC–3508. A communication from the Acting 

Administrator of the Specialty Crops Pro-
gram, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Minimum Quality and Handling Standards 
for Domestic and Imported Peanuts Mar-
keted in the United States; Change to the 
Quality and Handling Requirements’’ (Dock-
et No. AMS–SC–16–0102) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on November 
27, 2017; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3509. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the Specialty Crops Pro-
gram, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Oranges, Grapefruit, Tangerines, and 
Pummelos Grown in Florida; Change in Size 
Requirements for Oranges’’ (Docket No. 
AMS–SC–17–0064) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–3510. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Extension of Tolerances for Emer-
gency Exemptions (Multiple Chemicals)’’ 
(FRL No. 9969–16–OCSPP) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 28, 2017; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3511. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Ethofumesate; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9969–13–OCSPP) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 28, 2017; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3512. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Boscalid; Pesticide Tolerance’’ (FRL 
No. 9968–95–OCSPP) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 28, 
2017; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–3513. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Nitrapyrin; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9967–73–OCSPP) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 28, 2017; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3514. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘1,3-dibromo-5 ,5-dimethylhydantoin; 
Exemption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance’’ (FRL No. 9968–30–OCSPP) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 28, 2017; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3515. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Ziram; Pesticide Tolerances’’ (FRL 
No. 9970–38–OCSPP) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 28, 
2017; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–3516. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Polyethyleneimine; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 
9970–06–OCSPP) received in the Office of the 

President of the Senate on November 28, 
2017; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–3517. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
violations of the Antideficiency Act that in-
volved fiscal year 2013 Operation and Mainte-
nance, Army Reserve (OMAR), funds; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3518. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting the report of 
eighteen (18) officers authorized to wear the 
insignia of the grade of brigadier general in 
accordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–3519. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen-
eral Thomas S. Vandal, United States Army, 
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–3520. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ments to Implement United States Policy to-
ward Cuba’’ (RIN0694–AH47) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 27, 2017; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3521. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility (Chester County, PA, et al.)’’ ((44 
CFR Part 64) (Docket No. FEMA–2017–0002)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–3522. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility (Carroll County, IA, et al.)’’ ((44 
CFR Part 64) (Docket No. FEMA–2017–0002)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–3523. A communication from the Hon-
ors Attorney, Legal Division, Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Appraisals for Higher-Priced Mortgage 
Loans Exemption Threshold’’ (Docket No. 
CFPB–2017–0029) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3524. A communication from the Hon-
ors Attorney, Legal Division, Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Truth in Lending (Regulation Z)’’ (Docket 
No. CFPB–2017–0027) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3525. A communication from the Pro-
gram Specialist of the Legislative and Regu-
latory Activities Division, Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, Department of 
the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Appraisals for 
Higher-Priced Mortgage Loans Exemption 
Threshold’’ (RIN1557–AE25) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 27, 2017; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3526. A communication from the Hon-
ors Attorney, Legal Division, Bureau of Con-

sumer Financial Protection, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Consumer Leasing (Regulation M)’’ (Docket 
No. CFPB–2017–0026) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3527. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Legal Division, Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Truth in Lending (Regulation Z) Annual 
Threshold Adjustments (Credit Cards, 
HOEPA, and ATR/QM)’’ (12 CFR Part 1026) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–3528. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulatory Capital Rules; Retention of Cer-
tain Existing Transition Provisions for 
Banking Organizations That Are Not Subject 
to the Advanced Approaches Capital Rules’’ 
(RIN3064–AE63) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 28, 
2017; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3529. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the continuation 
of a national emergency declared in Execu-
tive Order 13222 with respect to the lapse of 
the Export Administration Act of 1979; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–3530. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to the 
stabilization of Iraq that was declared in Ex-
ecutive Order 13303 of May 22, 2003; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–3531. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Kentucky Regulatory 
Program’’ ((30 CFR Part 917) (Docket ID 
OSM–2011–0005)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

EC–3532. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Texas Regulatory 
Program’’ ((30 CFR Part 943) (Docket ID 
OSM–2016–0001)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

EC–3533. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Indiana Abandoned 
Mine Land Reclamation Plan’’ ((30 CFR Part 
914) (Docket ID OSM–2016–0004)) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 27, 2017; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3534. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; GA: Emission Re-
duction Credits’’ (FRL No. 9971–12–Region 4) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3535. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
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Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
2011 Base Year Inventory for the 2008 8-Hour 
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ard for the Baltimore, Maryland Nonattain-
ment Area; Withdrawal of Direct Final 
Rule’’ (FRL No. 9971–13–Region 3) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 27, 2017; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–3536. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Nonattainment New Source Review Require-
ments for the 2008 8-Hour Ozone Standard; 
Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule’’ (FRL No. 
9971–14–Region 3) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–3537. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘State of Missouri; Withdrawal of Di-
rect Final Rule; Approval of Missouri Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Infrastruc-
ture SIP Requirements for the 2008 Ozone 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard’’ 
(FRL No. 9971–21–Region 7) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 27, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–3538. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘State of Missouri; Withdrawal of Di-
rect Final Rule; Approval of Missouri Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Infrastruc-
ture SIP Requirements for the 2010 Sulfur 
Dioxide National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard’’ (FRL No. 9971–22–Region 7) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3539. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘State of Nebraska; Withdrawal of Di-
rect Final Rule; Approval of Nebraska’s Air 
Quality Implementation Plan, Operating 
Permits Program, and 112(1) Program; Revi-
sion to Nebraska Administrative Code’’ (FRL 
No. 9971–15–Region 7) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–3540. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘State of Nebraska; Withdrawal of Di-
rect Final Rule; Approval of Nebraska Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Adoption of a 
New Chapter Under the Nebraska Adminis-
trative Code’’ (FRL No. 9971–16–Region 7) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3541. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval of California Air Plan Revi-
sions, Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District’’ (FRL No. 9970–93–Re-
gion 9) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 28, 2017; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3542. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-

titled ‘‘Approval of California Air Plan Revi-
sions, Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District’’ (FRL No. 9970–92–Re-
gion 9) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 28, 2017; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3543. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Revisions to California State Imple-
mentation Plan; Bay Area Air Quality Man-
agement District; Emission Reduction Credit 
Banking’’ (FRL No. 9970–68–Region 9) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 28, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3544. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Revision of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; State of New York; 
Regional Haze State and Federal Implemen-
tation Plan’’ (FRL No. 9971–28–Region 2) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 28, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3545. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; ID; 2012 PM2.5 
Standard Infrastructure Requirements’’ 
(FRL No. 9971–33–Region 10) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 28, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–3546. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nu-
clear Reactor Regulation, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Clari-
fication of Licensee Actions in Receipt of 
Enforcement Discretion per Enforcement 
Guidance Memorandum EGM 15–002, ‘En-
forcement Discretion for Tornado-Generated 
Missile Protection Noncompliance’ ’’ (NRC– 
2017–0052) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 28, 2017; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3547. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program; Final FY 2015 and Pre-
liminary FY 2017 Disproportionate Share 
Hospital Allotments, and Final FY 2015 and 
Preliminary FY 2017 Institutions for Mental 
Diseases Disproportionate Share Hospital 
Limits’’ ((RIN0938–ZB43) (CMS–2409-N)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 29, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3548. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Depart-
mental Offices, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Department of the Treasury 
Acquisition Regulations; Tax Check Require-
ments’’ (48 CFR Parts 1009 and 1052) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on November 29, 2017; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–3549. A communication from the Execu-
tive Analyst (Political), Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, two (2) reports relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 27, 2017; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–3550. A communication from the Execu-
tive Analyst (Political), Department of 

Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on November 
28, 2017; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3551. A communication from the Execu-
tive Analyst (Political), Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Commissioner, Ad-
ministration for Children, Youth and Fami-
lies, received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on November 29, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3552. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Legislation, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 
(TANF) Program 12th Report to Congress’’; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3553. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, an annual report relative to the Ben-
jamin A. Gilman International Scholarship 
Program for 2017; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–3554. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2017–0197—2017–0205); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3555. A communication from the Office 
of Presidential Appointments, Department of 
State, transmitting, pursuant to law, ten (10) 
reports relative to vacancies in the Depart-
ment of State, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 27, 
2017; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3556. A communication from the Execu-
tive Secretary, U.S. Agency for Inter-
national Development (USAID), transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the U.S. Agency for International 
Development (USAID), received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on November 
27, 2017; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–3557. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services, 
Office of Postsecondary Education, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Health 
Education Assistance Loan (HEAL) Pro-
gram’’ (RIN1840–AD21) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on November 
28, 2017; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3558. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec-
retary, Office of Career, Technical, and Adult 
Education, Department of Education, re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 28, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3559. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec-
retary, Office of Special Education and Re-
habilitative Services, Department of Edu-
cation, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 28, 2017; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC–3560. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, two (2) reports relative 
to vacancies in the Department of Homeland 
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Security, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 29, 2017; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3561. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Audit of the 
Public Vehicles For-Hire Consumer Service 
Fund’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3562. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Budgeting 
and Staffing at Eight DCPS Elementary 
Schools’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3563. A communication from the Direc-
tor, National Science Foundation, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Uniform Resource 
Locator (URL) for the Foundation’s fiscal 
year 2017 Agency Financial Report; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3564. A joint communication from the 
Chairman and the Acting General Counsel, 
National Labor Relations Board, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Office of Inspector 
General Semiannual Report for the period of 
April 1, 2017 through September 30, 2017; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3565. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Administrator, Office of Congressional 
and Legislative Affairs, Small Business Ad-
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Administration’s Agency Financial Re-
port for fiscal year 2017; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3566. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Defense 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from April 1, 2017 through Sep-
tember 30, 2017; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3567. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to the cost of response and re-
covery efforts for FEMA-3391-EM in the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico having exceeded 
the $5,000,000 limit for a single emergency 
declaration; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3568. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the General Services Ad-
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Semiannual Report of the Inspector Gen-
eral for the period from April 1, 2017 through 
September 30, 2017; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3569. A communication from the Chair, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
Agency Financial Report for fiscal year 2017; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3570. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Department’s Semiannual Report 
to Congress on Audit Follow-up for the pe-
riod of April 1, 2017 through September 30, 
2017; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3571. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Department’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from April 1, 2017 through Sep-
tember 30, 2017; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3572. A communication from the Chair-
man, Occupational Safety and Health Review 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Commission’s Performance and Account-

ability Report for fiscal year 2017; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3573. A communication from the Chair-
man of the United States International 
Trade Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Commission’s Agency Financial 
Report for fiscal year 2017; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3574. A communication from the Acting 
Chairman of the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Commission’s Agency Financial Report 
for fiscal year 2017; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3575. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, U.S. Agency for International 
Development (USAID), transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Uniform Resource Locator 
(URL) for USAID’s Agency Financial Report 
for fiscal year 2017; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3576. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Endowment for the Arts, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Endow-
ment’s Agency Financial Report for fiscal 
year 2017; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3577. A communication from the Treas-
urer, National Gallery of Art, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Gallery’s Performance 
and Accountability Report for the year 
ended September 30, 2017; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3578. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legisla-
tive Affairs, Department of State, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Uniform Resource 
Locator (URL) for the Department’s Agency 
Financial Report for fiscal year 2017; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3579. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Congressional Affairs, Federal Election 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Commission’s Agency Financial Report 
for fiscal year 2017; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3580. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Transpor-
tation’s Semiannual Report of the Office of 
Inspector General for the period from April 
1, 2017 through September 30, 2017; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3581. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Department’s Semiannual Report of the Of-
fice of Inspector General for the period from 
April 1, 2017 through September 30, 2017; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3582. A communication from the Fed-
eral Co-Chair, Appalachian Regional Com-
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Commission’s Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from April 1, 
2017 through September 30, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3583. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the General Services Ad-
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Administration’s Agency Financial Re-
port for fiscal year 2017; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3584. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from April 1, 

2017 through September 30, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3585. A communication from the Execu-
tive Analyst (Political), Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Commissioner, Ad-
ministration on Native Americans, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 29, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

EC–3586. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec-
retary and Director, Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement, Department of Homeland 
Security, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 29, 2017; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3587. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment, Department of Veterans Affairs, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘VA Vocational Rehabilitation and 
Employment Nomenclature Change for Posi-
tion Title - Revision’’ (RIN2900–AQ11) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 27, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 

Report to accompany S. 1532, a bill to dis-
qualify from operating a commercial motor 
vehicle for life an individual who uses a com-
mercial motor vehicle in committing a fel-
ony involving human trafficking (Rept. No. 
115–188). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. MCCAIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

*John C. Rood, of Arizona, to be Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Policy. 

*Randall G. Schriver, of Virginia, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of Defense. 

Army nomination of Col. Douglas F. Stitt, 
to be Brigadier General. 

Navy nomination of Capt. Michael E. 
Boyle, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Lisa M. 
Franchetti, to be Vice Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. Arthur 
E. Jackman, Jr., to be Major General. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. Josef 
F. Schmid III, to be Major General. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Col. 
John M. Breazeale and ending with Col. 
Christopher F. Yancy, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on November 14, 
2017. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Darlow G. 
Botha, Jr., to be Brigadier General. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Col. 
Steven J. deMilliano and ending with Col. 
Christopher E. Finerty, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on November 14, 
2017. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Col. 
Michele K. LaMontagne and ending with Col. 
Michael J. Regan, Jr., which nominations 
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were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on November 14, 
2017. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Col. 
Travis K. Acheson and ending with Col. Jef-
frey D. Young, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on November 14, 2017. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Brig. Gen. Ondra L. Berry and ending with 
Brig. Gen. Dean A. Tremps, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on No-
vember 14, 2017. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Brig. Gen. George M. Degnon and ending 
with Brig. Gen. Thomas K. Wark, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on No-
vember 14, 2017. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Brig. Gen. Douglas A. Farnham and ending 
with Brig. Gen. Clay L. Garrison, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on No-
vember 14, 2017. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the RECORDs 
on the dates indicated, and ask unani-
mous consent, to save the expense of 
reprinting on the Executive Calendar 
that these nominations lie at the Sec-
retary’s desk for the information of 
Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Dane V. Campbell and ending with Richard 
L. Woodruff, Jr., which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 5, 2017. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Jo-
seph Benjamin Ahlers and ending with Tren-
ton M. White, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on November 14, 2017. 

Air Force nomination of Erika R. Wood-
son, to be Major. 

Air Force nomination of Michael S. 
Stroud, to be Major. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Lance A. Aiumopas and ending with Tara L. 
Villena, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on November 14, 2017. 

Air Force nomination of Robert Sarlay, 
Jr., to be Colonel. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Richard G. Adams and ending with Joseph F. 
Zingaro, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on November 16, 2017. 

Army nomination of Ashley R. Sellers, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of Elias M. Chelala, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of Cathleen A. Labate, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Rebecca 
J, Cooper and ending with Matthew L. Dan-
iels, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on October 16, 2017. 

Army nomination of Brantley J. Combs, to 
be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Mark E. 
Query and ending with Samuel H. Tahk, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on November 14, 2017. 

Army nomination of Victor A. 
Pachecofowler, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of James M. Brumit, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Melvin J. Nickell, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Erica L. Herzog, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Adam W. Vanek, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Jason Park, to be 
Major. 

Army nomination of John T. Huckabay, to 
be Major. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself and Mr. 
DONNELLY): 

S. 2174. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to conduct a study on the 
Veterans Crisis Line; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, and Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. 2175. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to preserve Medicare 
beneficiary access to ventilators, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 2176. A bill to establish an integrated 
national approach to respond to ongoing and 
expected efforts of extreme weather and cli-
mate change by protecting, managing, and 
conserving the fish, wildlife, and plants of 
the United States, and to maximize Govern-
ment efficiency and reduce costs, in coopera-
tion with State, local, and tribal govern-
ments and other entities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. WARREN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. FRANKEN, and 
Ms. HARRIS): 

S. 2177. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to establish a min-
imum salary threshold for bona fide execu-
tive, administrative, and professional em-
ployees exempt from Federal overtime com-
pensation requirements, and automatically 
update such threshold every 3 years; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself and 
Mrs. ERNST): 

S. 2178. A bill to require the Council of In-
spectors General on Integrity and Efficiency 
to make open recommendations of Inspec-
tors General publicly available, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 2179. A bill to protect consumers by re-
quiring reasonable security policies and pro-
cedures to protect data containing personal 
information, and to provide for nationwide 
notice in the event of a breach of security; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. BOOKER, and Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND): 

S. 2180. A bill to establish additional pro-
tections and disclosures for students and co- 
signers with respect to student loans, and for 

other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
BOOKER, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 2181. A bill to amend the Fair Credit Re-
porting Act to provide protections for active 
duty military consumers; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself and Mr. 
DONNELLY): 

S. Res. 345. A resolution designating Au-
gust 3, 2018, as ‘‘National Ernie Pyle Day’’; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 66 

At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 66, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to permit certain 
retired members of the uniformed serv-
ices who have a service-connected dis-
ability to receive both disability com-
pensation from the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for their disability and ei-
ther retired pay by reason of their 
years of military service or Combat- 
Related Special Compensation, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 298 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
298, a bill to require Senate candidates 
to file designations, statements, and 
reports in electronic form. 

S. 322 

At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
322, a bill to protect victims of domes-
tic violence, sexual assault, stalking, 
and dating violence from emotional 
and psychological trauma caused by 
acts of violence or threats of violence 
against their pets. 

S. 446 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 446, a bill to allow reci-
procity for the carrying of certain con-
cealed firearms. 

S. 447 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 447, a bill to require reporting 
on acts of certain foreign countries on 
Holocaust era assets and related issues. 

S. 654 

At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
654, a bill to revise section 48 of title 18, 
United States Code, and for other pur-
poses. 
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S. 693 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) and the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 693, a bill to 
amend the Public Health Service Act 
to increase the number of permanent 
faculty in palliative care at accredited 
allopathic and osteopathic medical 
schools, nursing schools, social work 
schools, and other programs, including 
physician assistant education pro-
grams, to promote education and re-
search in palliative care and hospice, 
and to support the development of fac-
ulty careers in academic palliative 
medicine. 

S. 820 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
820, a bill to designate a portion of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge as wil-
derness. 

S. 936 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the name of the Senator from Hawaii 
(Ms. HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 936, a bill to designate certain Na-
tional Forest System land and certain 
public land under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary of the Interior in the 
States of Idaho, Montana, Oregon, 
Washington, and Wyoming as wilder-
ness, wild and scenic rivers, wildland 
recovery areas, and biological con-
necting corridors, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 948 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
948, a bill to designate as wilderness 
certain Federal portions of the red 
rock canyons of the Colorado Plateau 
and the Great Basin Deserts in the 
State of Utah for the benefit of present 
and future generations of people in the 
United States. 

S. 1072 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 

of the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1072, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to improve the 
provision of services for homeless vet-
erans, and for other purposes. 

S. 1089 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1089, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Energy to review and update 
a report on the energy and environ-
mental benefits of the re-refining of 
used lubricating oil. 

S. 1613 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1613, a bill to amend the Pittman- 
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act to 
modernize the funding of wildlife con-
servation, and for other purposes. 

S. 1693 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 

(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1693, a bill to amend the 
Communications Act of 1934 to clarify 
that section 230 of that Act does not 
prohibit the enforcement against pro-
viders and users of interactive com-
puter services of Federal and State 
criminal and civil law relating to sex 
trafficking. 

S. 1879 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) and the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1879, a bill to 
amend title XVIII of the Social Secu-
rity Act to provide for the coverage of 
marriage and family therapist services 
and mental health counselor services 
under part B of the Medicare program, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1911 
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1911, a bill to amend the Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 
1977 to transfer certain funds to the 
1974 United Mine Workers of America 
Pension Plan, and for other purposes. 

S. 2076 
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 

the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2076, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to authorize the ex-
pansion of activities related to Alz-
heimer’s disease, cognitive decline, and 
brain health under the Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease and Healthy Aging Program, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2134 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2134, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to estab-
lish processes to ensure that non-De-
partment of Veterans Affairs health 
care providers are using safe practices 
in prescribing opioids to veterans 
under the laws administered by the 
Secretary, and for other purposes. 

S. 2144 
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 

the names of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) and the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. WAR-
REN) were added as cosponsors of S. 
2144, a bill to provide a process for 
granting lawful permanent resident 
status to aliens from certain countries 
who meet specified eligibility require-
ments. 

S.J. RES. 2 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 2, a joint resolution pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States relative to 
limiting the number of terms that a 
Member of Congress may serve. 

S.J. RES. 40 
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 

(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S.J. Res. 40, a joint resolu-
tion to provide limitations on the 
transfer of air-to-ground munitions 
from the United States to Saudi Ara-
bia. 

S. RES. 291 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 291, a resolution affirming the his-
torical connection of the Jewish people 
to the ancient and sacred city of Jeru-
salem and condemning efforts at the 
United Nations Educational, Scientific, 
and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) 
to deny Judaism’s millennia-old histor-
ical, religious, and cultural ties to Je-
rusalem. 

S. RES. 336 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 336, a resolution recog-
nizing the seriousness of Polycystic 
Ovary Syndrome and expressing sup-
port for the designation of the month 
of September 2018 as ‘‘Polycystic Ovary 
Syndrome Awareness Month’’ . 

AMENDMENT NO. 1595 

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) and the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) were added as cospon-
sors of amendment No. 1595 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1596 

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1596 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1622 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) and the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. RISCH) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 1622 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1629 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1629 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1630 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1630 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1634 

At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1634 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 345—DESIG-
NATING AUGUST 3, 2018, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL ERNIE PYLE DAY’’ 

Mr. YOUNG (for himself and Mr. 
DONNELLY) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 345 

Whereas Ernest ‘‘Ernie’’ Pyle was born on 
August 3, 1900, in Dana, Indiana; 

Whereas Pyle studied journalism at Indi-
ana University Bloomington before becom-
ing a reporter for The Daily Herald in La 
Porte, Indiana; 

Whereas Pyle eventually became a roving 
correspondent for Scripps-Howard news-
papers, writing a column carried in approxi-
mately 200 newspapers; 

Whereas Pyle served as a war cor-
respondent in Britain in 1940 and covered the 
Battle of Britain; 

Whereas, following the entry of the United 
States into World War II in December 1941, 
Pyle covered every major American cam-
paign in the European theater, including in 
North Africa, Sicily, Italy, and France; 

Whereas war reporting by Pyle during 
World War II consistently celebrated the sac-
rifices, courage, and determination of the 
common soldier (commonly known as a 
‘‘grunt’’) of the United States; 

Whereas Pyle lived and worked among the 
soldiers of the United States and shared in 
the toils, endeavors, and challenges of those 
soldiers, including facing enemy fire; 

Whereas Pyle received the Pulitzer Prize 
in 1944 ‘‘for distinguished war correspond-
ence during the year 1943’’; and 

Whereas Pyle, while traveling with soldiers 
of the United States that were fighting on 
the Japanese island of Ie Shima during the 
Okinawa campaign, was killed by Japanese 
machine gun fire on April 18, 1945: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates August 3, 2018, as ‘‘National 

Ernie Pyle Day’’; 
(2) recognizes contributions made by Ernie 

Pyle to journalism in the United States; and 
(3) celebrates the legacy of Ernie Pyle as 

one of the most respected and beloved war 
correspondents in the history of the United 
States. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1662. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and V of 
the concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2018; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1663. Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr. 
BOOKER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 

himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1664. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1665. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. UDALL, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. 
HARRIS, Mr. CARDIN, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1666. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1667. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1668. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1669. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1670. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1671. Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Mr. 
RISCH) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for him-
self and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1672. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1673. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. WICKER, Mr. ROUNDS, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. PAUL, and 
Mrs. CAPITO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1674. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1675. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. REED, and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1676. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself 
and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 

1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1677. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1678. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1679. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1680. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1681. Mr. BENNET submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1682. Mr. BENNET submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1683. Mr. BENNET submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1684. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1685. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1686. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1687. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1688. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1689. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1690. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself and Mr. 
CRUZ) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1691. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and 
Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1692. Mr. CARPER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1693. Mr. CARPER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
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bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1694. Mr. CARPER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1695. Mr. CARPER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1696. Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. COONS, Mr. BENNET, and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1697. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1698. Mr. VAN HOLLEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1699. Mr. VAN HOLLEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1700. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Ms. HEITKAMP, and Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1701. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
BOOKER, and Mr. REED) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1702. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
BOOKER, and Mr. REED) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1703. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. UDALL, Mr. BOOKER, 
Mr. REED, and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1704. Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr. 
MANCHIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1705. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1706. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1707. Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr. 
CARDIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1708. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1709. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 

SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1710. Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
HEINRICH, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1711. Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. ROUNDS, and Mr. 
HOEVEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1712. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1713. Mr. ISAKSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1714. Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mrs. 
ERNST, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. BLUNT, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. RISCH, and Mr. SASSE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1715. Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. ROBERTS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1716. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1717. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. BENNET, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. UDALL, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, and Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1718. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1719. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1720. Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. HARRIS, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mr. UDALL, Mr. REED, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
HEINRICH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. NELSON, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Ms. WARREN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1721. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1722. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 

to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1723. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1724. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. THUNE, 
Mr. RISCH, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
SULLIVAN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, and Mr. CRUZ) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1725. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. COT-
TON, Mr. LEE, Mr. SASSE, and Mr. KENNEDY) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1726. Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for him-
self and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1727. Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for him-
self and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1728. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1729. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1730. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1731. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1732. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1733. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1734. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1735. Mr. ROUNDS (for himself, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. PERDUE, and Mr. CRAPO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1736. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
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HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1737. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and 
Mr. GARDNER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1738. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, 
Mr. GARDNER, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. PERDUE) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1739. Mr. UDALL (for himself, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. BENNET) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1740. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
KING) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for him-
self and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1741. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
KING) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for him-
self and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1742. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1743. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1744. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1745. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1746. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1747. Mr. ALEXANDER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1748. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. CASEY, and Ms. STABENOW) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1749. Mr. ROBERTS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1750. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1751. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 

to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1752. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for 
himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1753. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1754. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1755. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1756. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. HELLER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1757. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 
ROBERTS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1758. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 
ROBERTS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1759. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1760. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1761. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1762. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1763. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1764. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1765. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1766. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1767. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1768. Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr. 
MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 

1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1769. Mr. NELSON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1770. Mr. NELSON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1771. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1772. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1773. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr. 
UDALL) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1774. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1775. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. NELSON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1776. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1777. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1778. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1779. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1780. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1781. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1782. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1783. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1784. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
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SA 1785. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 

Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1786. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH 
(for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill 
H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1787. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1788. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1789. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1790. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1791. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1792. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1793. Mrs. FISCHER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1794. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1795. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1796. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1797. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1798. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1799. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1800. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1801. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1802. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1803. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1804. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCON-
NELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1805. Ms. HARRIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1806. Ms. HARRIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1807. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1808. Mr. SCOTT (for himself, Mr. CRUZ, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. CASSIDY, and Mr. BLUNT) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1809. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1810. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to 
the bill H.R. 1, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1662. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. llll. NEW BUSINESS EXPENDITURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 195 are both amended by inserting 
‘‘and organizational’’ after ‘‘start-up’’ each 
place it appears. 

(b) ORGANIZATIONAL EXPENDITURES.—Sub-
section (c) of section 195 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) ORGANIZATIONAL EXPENDITURES.—The 
term ‘organizational expenditures’ means 
any expenditure which— 

‘‘(A) is incident to the creation of a cor-
poration or a partnership, 

‘‘(B) is chargeable to capital account, and 
‘‘(C) is of a character which, if expended in-

cident to the creation of a corporation or a 
partnership having a limited life, would be 
amortizable over such life.’’. 

(c) DOLLAR AMOUNTS.—Clause (ii) of sec-
tion 195(b)(1)(A) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$5,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$20,000’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$50,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$120,000’’. 

(d) AMORTIZATION TREATMENT.—Subpara-
graph (B) of section 195(b)(1), as amended by 
subsection (a), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) the remainder of such start-up and or-
ganizational expenditures shall be charged to 
capital account and allowed as an amortiza-
tion deduction determined by amortizing 
such expenditures ratably over the 15-year 
period beginning with the midpoint of the 
taxable year in which the active trade or 
business begins.’’. 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 195(b)(1) is amended— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘(or, in the case of a part-

nership, the partnership elects)’’ after ‘‘If a 
taxpayer elects’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘(or the partnership, as 
the case may be)’’ after ‘‘the taxpayer’’ in 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) Section 195(b)(2) is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘AMORTIZATION PERIOD.—In 

any case’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘AM-
ORTIZATION PERIOD.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(B) SPECIAL PARTNERSHIP RULE.—In the 

case of a partnership, subparagraph (A) shall 
be applied at the partnership level.’’. 

(3) Section 195(b) is amended by striking 
paragraph (3). 

(4)(A) Part VIII of subchapter B of chapter 
1 of such Code is amended by striking section 
248 (and by striking the item relating to such 
section in the table of sections for such 
part). 

(B) Section 170(b)(2)(C)(ii) is amended by 
striking ‘‘(except section 248)’’. 

(C) Section 312(n)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘Sections 173 and 248’’ and inserting ‘‘Sec-
tion 173’’. 

(D) Section 535(b)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘(except section 248)’’. 

(E) Section 545(b)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘(except section 248)’’. 

(F) Section 834(c)(7) is amended by striking 
‘‘(except section 248)’’. 

(G) Section 852(b)(2)(C) is amended by 
striking ‘‘(except section 248)’’. 

(H) Section 857(b)(2)(A) is amended by 
striking ‘‘(except section 248)’’. 

(I) Section 1363(b) is amended by inserting 
‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (2), by strik-
ing paragraph (3), and by redesignating para-
graph (4) as paragraph (3). 

(J) Section 1375(b)(1)(B)(i) is amended by 
striking ‘‘(other than the deduction allowed 
by section 248, relating to organization ex-
penditures)’’. 

(5) Part I of subchapter K of chapter 1 is 
amended by striking section 709 (and by 
striking the item relating to such section in 
the table of sections for such part). 

(6) The heading of section 195 (and the item 
relating to such section in the table of sec-
tions for part VI of subchapter B of chapter 
1 of such Code) are each amended by insert-
ing ‘‘and organizational’’ after ‘‘Start-up’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to expenses 
paid or incurred in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1663. Ms. BALDWIN (for herself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
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2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE III—STRONGER WAY 
SEC. 30001. TRANSITIONAL JOBS PROGRAM. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the transi-
tional jobs program under this section are 
to— 

(1) reduce poverty and unemployment; 
(2) offer unemployed or partially employed 

individuals the opportunity to work in a 
transitional job for the purpose of enabling 
such individuals to gain, through wage-pay-
ing jobs, the experience and skills needed to 
move into regular employment; and 

(3) assist employers to create new regular 
employment. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) EMPLOYER OF RECORD.—The term ‘‘em-

ployer of record’’ means a local government, 
nonprofit, or for-profit entity selected under 
subsection (c)(3)(C)(i) to carry out the re-
sponsibilities described in subsection (c)(4). 

(2) HOST SITE EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘host 
site employer’’ means an employer that— 

(A) provides an individual who is eligible 
for a transitional job with the opportunity 
to work in a specific transitional job for 
which the individual is qualified, as deter-
mined by such employer, at a worksite that 
is under the direct supervision of such em-
ployer; and 

(B) agrees to be responsible for— 
(i) selecting, training, and supervising the 

transitional job worker, including providing 
a written job description, initial training, 
ongoing management, and periodic perform-
ance reviews; 

(ii) certifying to the employer of record, in 
the manner prescribed by the Secretary, the 
number of hours that the transitional job 
worker has worked for the host site em-
ployer; and 

(iii) cooperating with the employer of 
record in facilitating the movement of the 
transitional job worker into regular employ-
ment. 

(3) LOCAL AREA.—The term ‘‘local area’’ 
means a city, county, or other general pur-
pose political subdivision of a State. 

(4) REGULAR EMPLOYMENT.—The term ‘‘reg-
ular employment’’ means regular, unsub-
sidized employment, as defined by the Sec-
retary. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Labor. 

(6) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each 
of the several States of the United States, 
the District of Columbia, and the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico. 

(7) TRANSITIONAL JOB.—The term ‘‘transi-
tional job’’ means a job offered to an eligible 
individual through the program authorized 
under subsection (c) that— 

(A) provides the rate of pay described in 
subsection (c)(4)(F); and 

(B) provides the individual with employ-
ment of— 

(i) not less than 16 hours per week; and 
(ii) not more than 40 hours per week, when 

combined with any hours per week of work 
that the individual is employed through any 
other employer (if applicable). 

(c) TRANSITIONAL JOBS.— 
(1) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—From amounts 

made available under subsection (d), the Sec-
retary shall establish a program, through 
grant agreements described in paragraph (3) 
with State and local government agencies, 
that provides eligible unemployed or par-
tially employed individuals with opportuni-
ties to work in a transitional job for the pur-
pose of enabling such individuals to gain, 
through wage-paying jobs, the experience 
and skills needed to move into regular em-
ployment. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a transi-
tional job, an individual shall— 

(A) be a resident of the United States, and 
a resident of the State in which the indi-
vidual applies for a transitional job; 

(B) be not less than 18 years of age; 
(C) not be incarcerated in any Federal or 

State penal institution, unless the individual 
is participating in a work-release program 
authorized by the United States or a State 
and the United States or the State author-
izes employment under this circumstance in 
a transitional job; and 

(D) be unemployed, or employed for less 
than 30 hours per week, for not less than 4 
consecutive weeks preceding the individual’s 
application for a transitional job. 

(3) TRANSITIONAL JOBS PROGRAM ADMINIS-
TRATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall enter 
into agreements with State and local govern-
ment agencies under which— 

(i) the State and local government agen-
cies carry out all activities described in sub-
paragraph (C); and 

(ii) the Secretary provides grants to the 
State and local government agencies to 
carry out such activities. 

(B) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall select State and local government 
agencies for the agreements described in sub-
paragraph (A) based on— 

(i) the agencies’ level of experience and 
commitment to transitional jobs programs; 
and 

(ii) such other criteria as the Secretary de-
termines appropriate, which may include cri-
teria relating to the implementation by such 
agencies of transitional jobs program models 
under this section. 

(C) ACTIVITIES.—The activities described in 
this paragraph are the following: 

(i) Select, on a competitive basis, and 
enter into a contract with one or more local 
government, nonprofit, or for-profit entities 
to— 

(I) administer the transitional jobs pro-
gram in the State or local area to be served; 
and 

(II) function as the employer of record de-
scribed in paragraph (4). 

(ii) Pay each entity selected to serve as an 
employer of record, based upon the terms of 
the contract and full documentation of per-
formance, for the entity’s performance of its 
contractually defined services in admin-
istering the transitional jobs program, in-
cluding reimbursement of the entity for ap-
propriate wages and taxes the entity has 
paid, as required under subparagraphs (F) 
and (G) of paragraph (4), to or on behalf of el-
igible individuals who worked in transitional 
jobs in the entity’s capacity as an employer 
of record. A State or local governmental 
agency may require a host employer to pay 
a portion of the appropriate wages and taxes 
for the individual. 

(iii) Cooperate with the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States, the Congressional 
Budget Office, and other Federal and State 
agencies in the performance of audits and 
the conduct of fiscal and programmatic over-
sight. 

(iv) Annually submit to the Secretary, and 
to the Governor or other chief executive offi-
cer of the State in which the program is lo-
cated and the State legislature, a report on 
the State or local government agency’s role 
and accomplishments in the operation of the 
transitional jobs program, in a format speci-
fied by the Secretary. 

(v) Conduct, or enter into arrangements 
with independent academic or research orga-
nizations to conduct, periodic evaluations of 
the effectiveness of the program within the 
State or local area served in— 

(I) reducing poverty and unemployment; 

(II) enabling unemployed and under-
employed individuals to gain the experience 
and skills needed to move into regular em-
ployment; and 

(III) assisting employers in creating new 
regular employment. 

(vi) Promulgate any rules necessary for the 
agency’s operation of the transitional jobs 
program. 

(D) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, to 

the greatest extent practicable and subject 
to the availability of appropriations, ensure 
that the agreements described in subpara-
graph (A) make the transitional jobs pro-
gram available to eligible individuals in all 
local areas of all States. 

(ii) INDIVIDUALS WITH SIGNIFICANT BARRIERS 
TO EMPLOYMENT.—Notwithstanding clause 
(i), a State or local government agency en-
tering into an agreement under subpara-
graph (A) may, in carrying out the activities 
described in subparagraph (C), choose to tar-
get the assistance to eligible individuals 
under paragraph (2) who have significant 
barriers to employment. 

(iii) USE OF EXISTING SYSTEMS.—A State or 
local government agency entering into an 
agreement under subparagraph (A) may 
carry out the activities described in subpara-
graph (C) through, or in alignment with, 
other subsidized employment and job train-
ing activities or systems available within 
the State or local area. 

(4) RESPONSIBILITIES OF AN EMPLOYER OF 
RECORD.—Each local government, nonprofit, 
or for-profit entity selected to serve as an 
employer of record under paragraph (3)(C)(i) 
shall do each of the following: 

(A) Determine the eligibility of individuals 
applying for the transitional jobs program 
under this section. 

(B) Conduct orientation activities for indi-
viduals that the employer of record has de-
termined are eligible for the transitional 
jobs program. 

(C) Assess the education, prior work expe-
rience, and other relevant factors of each eli-
gible individual who requests a transitional 
job, for the purpose of assisting the indi-
vidual to be successful in applying for and 
performing well in a specific transitional 
job. 

(D) Connect each eligible individual re-
questing a transitional job to the one-stop 
delivery system established under section 
121(e) of the Workforce Innovation and Op-
portunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3151(e)), and to other 
resources that provide assistance to job 
seekers. 

(E) Offer each eligible individual who de-
sires to work in a transitional job and meets 
the eligibility requirements under subpara-
graphs (A) through (D) of paragraph (2) the 
opportunity to work for a host site em-
ployer. The host site employer may be— 

(i) the employer of record; or 
(ii) another organization that has entered 

into an agreement with the employer of 
record, and as part of such agreement, agrees 
to function as, and meet the responsibilities 
of, a host site employer, for a period not to 
exceed 30 weeks, subject to the requirements 
of paragraph (5). 

(F) Pay each individual described in sub-
paragraph (E), for each hour of work per-
formed for the host site employer, an 
amount at a rate of pay that is equal to, or 
greater than, the greater of— 

(i) the minimum wage rate applicable in 
the State in which the applicable position is 
located; 

(ii) the wage rate applicable under section 
6 of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 
U.S.C. 206); or 

(iii) if the State or local governmental 
agency determines appropriate, the pre-
vailing wage rate, as determined by the 
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State or local governmental agency, for the 
type of work performed by the individual. 

(G) With respect to the employment of 
each individual described in subparagraph 
(E)— 

(i) pay any applicable Federal taxes for 
employers, including the employer taxes im-
posed under sections 3111, 3221, and 3301 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; 

(ii) pay any other State or local govern-
ment taxes that employers in the relevant 
State or local area are required to pay; 

(iii) withhold from the individual’s earn-
ings the taxes imposed under sections 3101 
and 3201 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 
and any other Federal, State, or local tax re-
quired to be withheld for employees; 

(iv) complete and submit to the appro-
priate government agencies, all required 
Federal, State, and local tax-related and em-
ployment-related forms that an employer 
would typically submit, including by ensur-
ing that each individual provides the infor-
mation necessary for the completion of such 
forms; 

(v) provide the individual with a Form W– 
2 Wage and Tax Statement for the calendar 
year; 

(vi) provide for workers’ compensation cov-
erage for the individual under the applicable 
Federal and State workers’ compensation 
laws; 

(vii) perform, either directly or through an 
agreement described in subparagraph (E)(ii) 
with a host site employer, all other func-
tions that an employer would typically per-
form; 

(viii) comply with any applicable require-
ments for providing health insurance cov-
erage, including under the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act (Public Law 
111–148) and any amendments made by that 
Act; and 

(ix) provide any benefits that are otherwise 
required of employers in the relevant State 
or local area. 

(H) Ensure that no transitional job would 
result in a violation of any of the worker 
protections provided in paragraph (6). 

(5) DURATION OF TRANSITIONAL JOB.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An individual may work 
in a transitional job for a period not to ex-
ceed 30 weeks, as long as— 

(i) the individual continues to meet the eli-
gibility requirements for a transitional job 
under paragraphs (A) through (C) of para-
graph (2); 

(ii) the individual, during the period of em-
ployment in the transitional job, pursues ef-
forts to replace hours of work in the transi-
tional job with regular employment; 

(iii) the individual has not— 
(I) obtained regular employment that con-

sistently equals or exceeds 30 hours of work 
per week; or 

(II) turned down any appropriate offer for 
such regular employment, as determined by 
the Secretary; and 

(iv) if the individual receives and accepts 
an appropriate offer for such regular employ-
ment, the individual does not postpone the 
starting date for such employment beyond 
the earliest date practicable, as determined 
by the Secretary, even if such date occurs 
before the individual has reached the max-
imum transitional job time period of 30 
weeks. 

(B) ADDITIONAL TRANSITIONAL JOB.—A State 
or local government agency administering a 
transitional jobs program under this sub-
section shall, subject to the availability of 
funds, allow an individual who has completed 
the maximum number of weeks in a transi-
tional job an opportunity to work in a dif-
ferent transitional job, under the same terms 
and conditions established under this sub-
section, if the individual— 

(i) is unable, after the end of 30 weeks of 
employment in a transitional job, to find 
regular employment that consistently equals 
or exceeds 30 hours per week; 

(ii) engages in an intensive job search, as 
defined by the Secretary, for not less than 4 
consecutive weeks following the completion 
of a transitional job, and remains unable to 
find regular employment; and 

(iii) meets the eligibility requirements 
under subparagraphs (A) through (E) of para-
graph (2). 

(6) WORKER PROTECTIONS.— 

(A) PROHIBITION AGAINST VIOLATION OF CON-
TRACTS.—A transitional job shall not violate 
an existing contract for services or a collec-
tive bargaining agreement, and a transi-
tional job that would violate a collective 
bargaining agreement shall not be under-
taken without the written concurrence of 
the labor organization and employer con-
cerned. 

(B) OTHER PROHIBITIONS.—An individual de-
scribed in paragraph (4)(E) shall not be as-
signed to a transitional job— 

(i) when any other individual is on layoff 
from the same or any substantially equiva-
lent job; 

(ii) if the employer has terminated the em-
ployment of any regular employee or other-
wise caused an involuntary reduction in its 
workforce with the intention of filling the 
vacancy so created with the individual work-
ing in the transitional job; or 

(iii) if the employer has caused an involun-
tary reduction to less than full time in hours 
of any employee in the same or a substan-
tially equivalent job. 

(7) EVALUATIONS.—The Secretary may re-
serve not more than a total of 10 percent of 
the amounts made available under sub-
section (d) for— 

(A) evaluations of transitional jobs pro-
gram models implemented with grants 
awarded under this section; and 

(B) other evaluations of grants and activi-
ties carried out under this section. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as may be 
necessary. 

SEC. 30002. POVERTY REDUCTION TAX CREDITS. 

(a) REFORM OF EARNED INCOME CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 32 of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 
(A) by amending subsection (b) to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(b) PERCENTAGES AND AMOUNTS.—For pur-

poses of subsection (a): 
‘‘(1) PERCENTAGES.—The credit percentage 

and the phaseout percentage shall be deter-
mined as follows: 

‘‘In the case of an eligible individual with: 
The credit 
percentage 

is: 

The phase-
out per-

centage is: 

No qualifying children ................................................................................................................................................ 23.15 23.15
1 qualifying child ........................................................................................................................................................ 70 23.85
2 qualifying children ................................................................................................................................................... 75 24.50
3 or more qualifying children ...................................................................................................................................... 80 29.70. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), the earned income amount and the 

phaseout amount shall be determined as fol-
lows: 

‘‘In the case of an eligible individual with: 

The 
earned 
income 
amount 

is: 

The phase-
out 

amount is: 

No qualifying children ................................................................................................................................................... $6,612 $16,969
1 qualifying child ........................................................................................................................................................... $8,277 $15,000
2 qualifying children ...................................................................................................................................................... $9,675 $15,000
3 qualifying children ...................................................................................................................................................... $12,220 $15,000. 

‘‘(B) JOINT RETURNS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), in the case of a joint return filed 
by an eligible individual and such individ-
ual’s spouse, the phaseout amount deter-
mined under subparagraph (A) shall be in-
creased by $5,550. 

‘‘(ii) TAXPAYERS WITH NO QUALIFYING CHIL-
DREN.—In the case of a joint return filed by 
an eligible individual and such individual’s 
spouse who do not have a qualifying child for 

the taxable year, the phaseout amount in the 
third column of the first row of the table in 
subparagraph (A) shall be increased by 
$8,000.’’; 

(2) in subclause (II) of subsection 
(c)(1)(A)(ii), by striking ‘‘attained age 25 but 
not attained age 65’’ and inserting ‘‘attained 
age 21 but not attained age 67’’; and 

(3) by amending subsection (j) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(j) INFLATION ADJUSTMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-
able year beginning after 2018, each of the 
dollar amounts in subparagraph (A) of sub-
section (b)(2) (after being increased under 
subparagraph (B) thereof) shall be increased 
by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(B) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2017’ 
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for ‘calendar year 2016’ in subparagraph 
(A)(ii) thereof. 

‘‘(2) ROUNDING.—If any dollar amount in-
creased under paragraph (1) is not a multiple 
of $50, such dollar amount shall be rounded 
to the nearest multiple of $50.’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF FULLY REFUNDABLE 
CHILD TAX CREDIT.— 

(1) CREDIT MADE REFUNDABLE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended— 
(i) by redesignating section 24, as amended 

by this Act, as section 36C; and 
(ii) by moving section 36C (as so redesig-

nated) from subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 to the location imme-
diately before section 37 in subpart C of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(i) Section 36C of such Code, as redesig-

nated by subsection (a), is amended by strik-
ing subsection (d). 

(ii) The table of sections for subpart A of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of sub-
title A of such Code is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 24. 

(iii) The table of sections for subpart C of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of sub-
title A of such Code is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 36B the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Sec. 36C. Child tax credit.’’. 

(iv) Subparagraph (B) of section 45R(f)(3) of 
such Code is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE.—Any amounts paid 
pursuant to an agreement under section 
3121(l) (relating to agreements entered into 
by American employers with respect to for-
eign affiliates) which are equivalent to the 
taxes referred to in subparagraph (A) shall be 
treated as taxes referred to in such subpara-
graph.’’. 

(v) Section 152(f)(6)(B)(ii) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 24’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C’’. 

(vi) Paragraph (26) of section 501(c) of such 
Code is amended in the flush matter at the 
end by striking ‘‘section 24(c)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 36C(c)’’. 

(vii) Section 6211(b)(4)(A) of such Code is 
amended— 

(I) by striking ‘‘24(d),’’; and 
(II) by inserting ‘‘, 36C’’ after ‘‘36B’’. 
(viii) Section 6213(g)(2) of such Code is 

amended— 
(I) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘sec-

tion 24(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 36C(e)’’; 
(II) in subparagraph (L), by striking ‘‘24, or 

32’’ and inserting ‘‘32, or 36C’’; and 
(III) in subparagraph (P)— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘24(h)(2)’’ and inserting 

‘‘36C(g)(2)’’; 
(bb) by striking ‘‘24’’ and inserting ‘‘36C’’; 

and 
(cc) by striking ‘‘(h)(2) thereof’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘(g)(2) thereof’’. 
(ix) Section 6402(m) of such Code is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘24 (by reason of subsection 
(d) thereof) or 32’’ and inserting ‘‘32 or 36C’’. 

(x) Section 6695(g) of such Code is amended 
by striking ‘‘24, 25A(a)(1), or 32’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘25A(a)(1), 32, or 36C’’. 

(xi) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘, 36C’’ after ‘‘36B’’. 

(xii) Section 36C(h) of such Code, as added 
by this Act, is amended by striking para-
graphs (6) and (7). 

(2) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT.— 
(A) CREDIT AMOUNT.—Subsection (a) of sec-

tion 36C of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 
as redesignated by subsection (b)(1), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—In the case of 
a taxpayer with 1 or more qualifying chil-

dren, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this subtitle for 
the taxable year an amount equal to 45 per-
cent of the taxpayer’s earned income (within 
the meaning of section 32) which is taken 
into account in computing taxable income 
for the taxable year.’’. 

(B) LIMITATIONS.—Subsection (b) of section 
36C of such Code, as so redesignated, is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 

determined under subsection (a) for any tax-
able year shall not exceed an amount equal 
to the product of $1,000 and the number of 
qualifying children of the taxpayer for the 
taxable year. 

‘‘(2) REDUCTION BASED ON MODIFIED AD-
JUSTED GROSS INCOME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount which 
would (but for this paragraph) be allowable 
as a credit under this section (determined 
after the application of paragraph (1)) shall 
be reduced (but not below zero) by $50 for 
each $1,000 (or fraction thereof) by which the 
taxpayer’s modified adjusted gross income 
exceeds— 

‘‘(i) $110,000, in the case of a joint return, 
‘‘(ii) $75,000, in the case of an individual 

who is not married, and 
‘‘(iii) $55,000, in the case of a married indi-

vidual filing a separate return. 
‘‘(B) MARITAL STATUS; ADJUSTED GROSS IN-

COME.—For purposes of this paragraph— 
‘‘(i) marital status shall be determined 

under section 7703, and 
‘‘(ii) the term ‘modified adjusted gross in-

come’ means adjusted gross income in-
creased by any amount excluded from gross 
income under section 911, 931, or 933.’’. 

(C) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—Section 
36C of such Code, as so redesignated, is 
amended by inserting after subsection (c) the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year beginning after 2018, the $1,000 
amount in subsection (b)(1) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(B) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2017’ 
for ‘calendar year 2016’ in subparagraph 
(A)(ii) thereof. 

‘‘(2) ROUNDING.—If any increase determined 
under paragraph (1) is not a multiple of $50, 
such increase shall be rounded to the nearest 
multiple of $50.’’. 

(D) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
36C(h) of such Code, as added by this Act, is 
amended— 

(i) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3), 
(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), 

and (8) as paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respec-
tively, and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘(2) through (8)’’ in para-
graph (1) and inserting ‘‘(2), (3), and (4)’’, 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1664. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart B of part IX of sub-
title C of title I, insert the following: 

SEC. 13824. INCREASE OF ALTERNATIVE SIM-
PLIFIED CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 41(c)(5) is amended by striking ‘‘14 per-
cent (12 percent in the case of taxable years 
ending before January 1, 2009)’’ and inserting 
‘‘20 percent’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Clause (ii) of 
section 41(c)(5)(B) is amended by striking ‘‘6 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘10 percent’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13825. ALLOCATION OF RESEARCH EX-

PENSES AMONG BUSINESS COMPO-
NENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 41(d)(2) is amended by inserting ‘‘, and 
may be applied using a method that relies on 
reasonable estimation techniques in lieu of 
contemporaneous accounting to measure em-
ployee hours per business component’’ before 
the period. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13826. INCLUSION OF QUALIFIED UPPER- 

LEVEL EMPLOYEES IN RESEARCH 
EXPENSE CALCULATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section 
41(b)(2)(B) is amended by inserting ‘‘, with-
out regard to the employee’s position or 
management level’’ before the period. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13827. REPEAL OF EXCLUSION OF ADAPTIVE 

RESEARCH. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (4) of section 

41(d) is amended by striking subparagraph 
(B) and by redesignating subparagraphs (C), 
(D), (E), (F), (G), and (H) as subparagraphs 
(B), (C), (D), (E), (F), and (G), respectively. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
174(a)(2)(B), as amended by this Act, is 
amended by striking ‘‘41(d)(4)(F)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘41(d)(4)(E)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13828. INCLUSION OF COST REDUCTION RE-

SEARCH. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-

tion 41(d)(3) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause 

(ii), 
(2) by striking the period at the end of 

clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

clause: 
‘‘(iv) reduction of costs associated with— 
‘‘(I) a business component of the taxpayer, 

or 
‘‘(II) research relating to a purpose de-

scribed in clause (i), (ii), or (iii).’’. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13829. INCLUSION OF OBSOLESCENCE MITI-

GATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (iv) of section 

41(d)(3)(A), as added by section 13828, is 
amended by inserting ‘‘or obsolescence miti-
gation’’ after ‘‘reduction of costs’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13830. ELECTION OF REDUCED CREDIT MAY 

BE MADE ON AMENDED RETURN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (C) of sec-

tion 280C(c)(4), as redesignated by this Act, is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) ELECTION.—An election under this 
paragraph shall made in such manner as the 
Secretary may prescribe and, once made 
with respect to a taxable year, shall be irrev-
ocable. Such election may be made on the re-
turn of tax for the taxable year to which it 
applies or on an amended return.’’. 
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by this section shall apply to amended 
returns which are permitted to be filed under 
the applicable provisions of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 13831. INVESTMENT IN CONNECTED MANU-

FACTURING EQUIPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1, as amended by 
this Act, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45T. CONNECTED MANUFACTURING EQUIP-

MENT. 
‘‘(a) AMOUNT OF CREDIT.—For purposes of 

section 38, the connected manufacturing 
equipment credit for any taxable year is an 
amount equal to 10 percent of the qualified 
connected manufacturing equipment expend-
itures made by the taxpayer during such 
year. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED CONNECTED MANUFACTURING 
EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
for purposes of this section, the term ‘quali-
fied connected manufacturing equipment ex-
penditures’ means an expenditure relating to 
the purchase or installation of— 

‘‘(A) industrial equipment components 
which contain a microprocessor and can be 
connected to an electronic communication 
network, and 

‘‘(B) any software, routing, or local area 
network components necessary to connect 
components described in subparagraph (A) to 
an electronic communication network. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Commerce, 
shall identify the types of components de-
scribed in paragraph (1) which are eligible 
for the credit under this section. 

‘‘(c) BASIS ADJUSTMENT.—For purposes of 
this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section for any expenditure with respect to 
any property, the increase in the basis of 
such property which would (but for this sub-
section) result from such expenditure shall 
be reduced by the amount of the credit so al-
lowed.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(b), as amended by this Act, is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of para-

graph (36), 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (37) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(38) the connected manufacturing equip-

ment credit determined under section 
45T(a).’’. 

(2) The table of sections for subpart D of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45T. Connected manufacturing equip-

ment credit.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2018. 

SA 1665. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. UDALL, Mr. LEAHY, 
Ms. HARRIS, and Mr. CARDIN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 11042 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 11042. MODIFICATION OF TREATMENT OF 
DEFERRED FOREIGN INCOME UPON 
TRANSITION TO PARTICIPATION EX-
EMPTION SYSTEM OF TAXATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) REPEAL OF TREATMENT.—The amend-

ments made by section 14103 of this Act shall 
be null and void. 

(2) MODIFIED TREATMENT.—Section 965 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 965. TREATMENT OF DEFERRED FOREIGN 

INCOME UPON TRANSITION TO PAR-
TICIPATION SYSTEM OF TAXATION. 

‘‘(a) TREATMENT OF DEFERRED FOREIGN IN-
COME AS SUBPART F INCOME.—In the case of 
the last taxable year of a deferred foreign in-
come corporation which begins before Janu-
ary 1, 2018— 

‘‘(1) all property of such foreign corpora-
tion shall be treated as sold on the last day 
of such taxable year for its fair market 
value, and, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this title, any gain or loss arising 
from such sale shall be taken into account 
for such taxable year to the extent otherwise 
provided by this title (except that section 
1091 shall not apply to any such loss), and 

‘‘(2) the subpart F income of such foreign 
corporation (as otherwise determined for 
such taxable year under section 952 without 
regard to this paragraph and after applica-
tion of paragraph (1)) shall be increased by 
the accumulated post-1986 deferred foreign 
income of such corporation determined as of 
the close of such taxable year. 
Proper adjustments shall be made in the 
amount of any gain or loss subsequently re-
alized for gain or loss taken into account 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(b) REDUCTION IN TAX RATE.—In the case 
of a United States shareholder of a deferred 
foreign income corporation, there shall be 
allowed as a deduction for the taxable year 
in which an amount is included in the gross 
income of such United States shareholder 
under section 951(a)(1) by reason of sub-
section (a)(2) an amount equal to 43 percent 
of the amount so included in income. 

‘‘(c) ACCUMULATED POST-1986 DEFERRED 
FOREIGN INCOME.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘accumulated 
post-1986 deferred foreign income’ means the 
post-1986 earnings and profits except to the 
extent such earnings— 

‘‘(A) are attributable to income of the de-
ferred foreign income corporation which is 
effectively connected with the conduct of a 
trade or business within the United States 
and subject to tax under this chapter, 

‘‘(B) if distributed, would be excluded from 
the gross income of a United States share-
holder under section 959, or 

‘‘(C) in the case of any deferred foreign in-
come corporation described in subsection 
(d)(1)(B) and which is a passive foreign in-
vestment company (as defined in section 
1297)— 

‘‘(i) if distributed, would have been treated 
as a distribution which is not a dividend, or 

‘‘(ii) would have been properly attributable 
to an unreversed inclusion of a United States 
person under section 1296. 
To the extent provided in regulations or 
other guidance prescribed by the Secretary, 
in the case of any controlled foreign corpora-
tion which has shareholders which are not 
United States shareholders, accumulated 
post-1986 deferred foreign income shall be ap-
propriately reduced by amounts which would 
be described in subparagraph (B) if such 
shareholders were United States share-
holders. Such regulations or other guidance 
may provide a similar rule for purposes of 
subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(2) POST-1986 EARNINGS AND PROFITS.—The 
term ‘post-1986 earnings and profits’ means 

the earnings and profits of the foreign cor-
poration (computed in accordance with sec-
tions 964(a) and 986) accumulated in taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 1986, and 
determined— 

‘‘(A) as of the close the taxable year re-
ferred to in subsection (a) and after applica-
tion of subsection (a)(1), and 

‘‘(B) without diminution by reason of divi-
dends distributed during such taxable year. 

‘‘(d) DEFERRED FOREIGN INCOME CORPORA-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘deferred foreign income cor-
poration’ means— 

‘‘(A) any controlled foreign corporation, 
and 

‘‘(B) any section 902 corporation (as defined 
in section 909(d)(5) as in effect before the 
date of the enactment of the Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act). 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION TO SECTION 902 CORPORA-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 
951, a section 902 corporation (as so defined) 
shall be treated as a controlled foreign cor-
poration solely for purposes of taking into 
account the subpart F income of such cor-
poration under subsection (a), making proper 
adjustments in the amount of subsequent 
gains or losses to reflect such gains and 
losses (including through application of sec-
tion 961), and applying subsection (f). 

‘‘(B) UNITED STATES SHAREHOLDER.—For 
purposes of this section and the application 
of subparagraph (A), in the case of a section 
902 corporation (as so defined), a shareholder 
which is a domestic corporation which owns 
10 percent or more of the voting stock of 
such section 902 corporation shall be treated 
as a United States shareholder. 

‘‘(e) DISALLOWANCE OF FOREIGN TAX CRED-
IT, ETC.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No credit shall be al-
lowed under section 901 for the applicable 
percentage of the taxes paid or accrued (or 
treated as paid or accrued) with respect to 
any amount which is included in gross in-
come under section 951(a) by reason of sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is the amount (expressed as a per-
centage) equal to 0.43 multiplied by the ratio 
of— 

‘‘(A) the amount included in gross income 
under section 951(a) by reason of subsection 
(a)(2), to 

‘‘(B) the amount included in gross income 
under section 951(a) by reason of subsection 
(a). 

‘‘(3) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—No deduction 
shall be allowed under this chapter for the 
portion of any tax for which credit is not al-
lowable under section 901 by reason of para-
graph (1) (determined by treating the tax-
payer as having elected the benefits of sub-
part A of part III of subchapter N). 

‘‘(4) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 78.—Sec-
tion 78 shall not apply to any tax for which 
credit is not allowable under section 901 by 
reason of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(f) ELECTION TO PAY LIABILITY IN INSTALL-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a United 
States shareholder of a deferred foreign in-
come corporation, such United States share-
holder may elect to pay the net tax liability 
under this section in 8 installments of the 
following amounts: 

‘‘(A) 8 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of each of the first 5 of such install-
ments, 

‘‘(B) 15 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of the 6th such installment, 

‘‘(C) 20 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of the 7th such installment, and 
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‘‘(D) 25 percent of the net tax liability in 

the case of the 8th such installment. 
‘‘(2) DATE FOR PAYMENT OF INSTALLMENTS.— 

If an election is made under paragraph (1), 
the first installment shall be paid on the due 
date (determined without regard to any ex-
tension of time for filing the return) for the 
return of tax for the taxable year described 
in subsection (a) and each succeeding install-
ment shall be paid on the due date (as so de-
termined) for the return of tax for the tax-
able year following the taxable year with re-
spect to which the preceding installment was 
made. 

‘‘(3) ACCELERATION OF PAYMENT.—If there is 
an addition to tax for failure to pay timely 
assessed with respect to any installment re-
quired under this subsection, a liquidation or 
sale of substantially all the assets of the tax-
payer (including in a title 11 or similar case), 
a cessation of business by the taxpayer, or 
any similar circumstance, then the unpaid 
portion of all remaining installments shall 
be due on the date of such event (or in the 
case of a title 11 or similar case, the day be-
fore the petition is filed). The preceding sen-
tence shall not apply to the sale of substan-
tially all the assets of a taxpayer to a buyer 
if such buyer enters into an agreement with 
the Secretary under which such buyer is lia-
ble for the remaining installments due under 
this subsection in the same manner as if 
such buyer were the taxpayer. 

‘‘(4) PRORATION OF DEFICIENCY TO INSTALL-
MENTS.—If an election is made under para-
graph (1) to pay the net tax liability under 
this section in installments and a deficiency 
has been assessed with respect to such net 
tax liability, the deficiency shall be prorated 
to the installments payable under paragraph 
(1). The part of the deficiency so prorated to 
any installment the date for payment of 
which has not arrived shall be collected at 
the same time as, and as a part of, such in-
stallment. The part of the deficiency so pro-
rated to any installment the date for pay-
ment of which has arrived shall be paid upon 
notice and demand from the Secretary. This 
subsection shall not apply if the deficiency is 
due to negligence, to intentional disregard of 
rules and regulations, or to fraud with intent 
to evade tax. 

‘‘(5) ELECTION.—Any election under para-
graph (1) shall be made not later than the 
due date for the return of tax for the taxable 
year described in subsection (a) and shall be 
made in such manner as the Secretary may 
provide. 

‘‘(6) NET TAX LIABILITY UNDER THIS SEC-
TION.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The net tax liability 
under this section with respect to any 
United States shareholder is the excess (if 
any) of— 

‘‘(i) such taxpayer’s net income tax for the 
taxable year described in subsection (a), over 

‘‘(ii) such taxpayer’s net income tax for 
such taxable year determined without regard 
to this section. 

‘‘(B) NET INCOME TAX.—The term ‘net in-
come tax’ means the regular tax liability re-
duced by the credits allowed under subparts 
A, B, and D of part IV of subchapter A. 

‘‘(g) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as may be necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the provisions of this section, including 
rules to disregard any transfer of properties 
or liabilities (including by contribution and 
distribution) a substantial purpose of which 
is the avoidance of the purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
section for subpart F of part III of sub-
chapter N of chapter 1 of such Code is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 965 and inserting the following: 

‘‘Sec. 965. Treatment of deferred foreign in-
come upon transition to par-
ticipation exemption system of 
taxation.’’. 

SA 1666. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

In Section 14214 of the Act strike (b) and 
insert: 

‘‘(b) LIMITED ATTRIBUTION UNDER SECTION 
318(a)(3). 

(1) IN GENERAL. Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), a foreign corporation shall not be 
considered a controlled foreign corporation 
with respect to a United States shareholder 
if the ownership requirements of subsection 
(a) would not be satisfied with respect to 
such foreign corporation but for the attribu-
tion under section 318(a)(3) (pursuant to sec-
tion 958(b)) of ownership to a United States 
person that is not a related person with re-
spect to such United States shareholder. 

(2) RELATED PERSON. For purposes of this 
subsection, the term ‘‘related person’’ has 
the meaning given such term by section 
954(d)(3), except that such section shall be 
applied by substituting ‘‘United States 
Shareholder’’ for ‘‘controlled foreign cor-
poration’’ each place it appears. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to— 

(1) the last taxable year of foreign corpora-
tions beginning before January 1, 2018, and 
each subsequent taxable year of such foreign 
corporations, and 

(2) taxable years of United States share-
holders in which or with which such taxable 
years of foreign corporations end. 

SA 1667. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

[On pagelll, beginning with linelll, 
strike all through pagelll, linelll, and 
insert the following:] 

[After subparagraph (3) in proposed section 
59A(d) of the Code (Section 14401 of the Act), 
strike subparagraph (4) and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN AMOUNTS WITH 
RESPECT TO SERVICES.—Paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to any amount paid or accrued by 
a taxpayer for services to the extent of the 
total services cost with no markup.’’ 

SA 1668. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike Section 14101 of the Act and insert 
the following: 

SEC. 14101 DEDUCTION FOR FOREIGN-SOURCE 
PORTION OF DIVIDENDS RECEIVED 
BY DOMESTIC CORPORATIONS FROM 
SPECIFIED 10-PERCENT OWNED FOR-
EIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL—Part VIII of subchapter B 
of chapter 1 is amended by inserting after 
section 245 the following new section: 
SEC. 245A. DEDUCTION FOR FOREIGN SOURCE- 

PORTION OF DIVIDENDS RECEIVED 
BY DOMESTIC CORPORATIONS FROM 
SPECIFIED 10-PERCENT OWNED FOR-
EIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL—In the case of any divi-
dend received from a specified 10-percent 
owned foreign corporation by a domestic cor-
poration which is a United States share-
holder with respect to such foreign corpora-
tion, there shall be allowed as a deduction an 
amount equal to the foreign-sources portion 
of such dividend. 

(b) SPECIFIED 10-PERCENT OWNED FOREIGN 
CORPORATION.—for purposes of this section— 

(1) IN GENERAL—The term ‘specified 10-per-
cent owned foreign corporation’ means any 
foreign corporation with respect to which 
any domestic corporation is a United States 
shareholder with respect to such corpora-
tion. 

(2) EXCLUSION OF PASSIVE FOREIGN INVEST-
MENT COMPANIES—Such term shall not in-
clude any corporation which is a passive for-
eign investment company (as defined in sec-
tion 1297) with respect to the shareholder 
and which is not a controlled foreign cor-
poration. 

(c) FOREIGN-SOURCE PORTION—for purposes 
of the section— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The foreign-source por-
tion of any dividend form a specified 10-per-
cent owned foreign corporation is an amount 
which bears the same ratio to such dividend 
as— 

(A) the undistributed foreign earnings of 
the specified 10-percent owned foreign cor-
poration, bears to 

(B) the total undistributed earnings of 
such foreign corporation. 

(2) UNDISTRIBUTED EARNINGS.—The term 
‘undistributed earnings’ means the amount 
of the earnings and profits of the specified 
10-percent owned foreign corporation (com-
puted in accordance with sections 964(a) and 
986)— 

(A) As of the close of the taxable year of 
the specified 10-percent owned foreign cor-
poration in which the dividend is distributed, 
and 

(B) Without diminution by reason of divi-
dends distributed during such taxable year. 

(3) UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN EARNINGS.—The 
term ‘undistributed foreign earnings’ means 
the portion of the undistributed earnings 
which is attributable to neither— 

(A) Income described in subparagraph (A) 
of section 245 (a)(5), nor 

(B) Dividends described in subparagraph or 
such section (determined without regard to 
section 245(a)(12)). 

(4) DIVIDENDS FROM LOWER-TIER SPECIFIED 
10-PERCENT OWNED FOREIGN CORPORATION.—In 
the case of any dividend received from a 
specified 10-percent owned foreign corpora-
tion by a specified 10-percent owned foreign 
corporation, the specified 10-percent owned 
foreign corporation receiving the dividend 
shall be treated as a domestic corporation 
for purposes of determining whether the de-
duction under section 245A(a) shall be al-
lowed to such specified 10-percent owned for-
eign corporation.’’ 

(d) DISALLOWANCE OF FOREIGN TAX CREDIT, 
ETC.— 

(1) IN GENERAL—No credit shall be allowed 
under section 901 for any taxes paid or ac-
crued (or treated as paid or accrued) with re-
spect to any distribution any portion of 
which constitutes a dividend for which a de-
duction is allowed under this section. 
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(2) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION—No deduction 

shall be allowed under this chapter for any 
tax for which credit is not allowable under 
section 901 by reason of paragraph (1) (deter-
mined by treating the taxpayer a having 
elected the benefits of subpart A of part III 
of subchapter N). 

(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR HYBRID DIVIDENDS— 
(1) IN GENERAL—Subsection (a) shall not 

apply to any dividend received by a United 
States shareholder from a controlled foreign 
corporation if the dividend is a hybrid divi-
dend. 

(2) HYBRID DIVIDENDS OF TIERED CORPORA-
TIONS.—If a controlled foreign corporation 
with respect to which a domestic corporation 
is a United States shareholder receives a hy-
brid dividends form any other controlled for-
eign corporation with respect to which such 
domestic corporation is also a Untied States 
shareholder, then, notwithstanding any 
other provisions of this title— 

(A) The hybrid dividend shall be treated for 
purposes of section 951(a)(1)(A) as subpart F 
income of the receiving controlled foreign 
corporation for the taxable year of the con-
trolled foreign corporation with which the 
dividend was received, and 

(B) The United States shareholder shall in-
clude in gross income an amount equal to 
the shareholder’s pro rata share (determined 
in the same manner as under section 
951(a)(2)) of the subpart F income described 
in subparagraph (A). 

(3) DENIAL OF FOREIGN TAX CREDIT, ETC.— 
The rules of subsection (d) shall apply to any 
hybrid dividend received by, or any amount 
included under paragraph (2) In the gross in-
come of, a United States shareholder 

(4) HYBRID DIVIDEND—The term ‘hybrid div-
idend’ means an amount received from a con-
trolled foreign corporation— 

(A) for which a deduction would be allowed 
under subsection (a) but for this subsection, 
and 

(B) for which the controlled foreign cor-
poration received a deduction (or other tax 
benefit) from taxes imposed by any foreign 
country. 

(f) SPECIAL RULE FOR PURGING DISTRIBU-
TIONS OF PASSIVE FOREIGN INVESTMENT COM-
PANIES—Any amount which is treated as a 
dividend under section 1291(d)(2)(B) shall not 
be treated as a dividend for purposes of this 
section. 

(g) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe such regulations or other guidance as 
may be necessary or appropriate to carry out 
the provisions of this section, including reg-
ulations for the treatment of United States 
shareholders owning stock of a specified 10 
percent owned foreign corporation through a 
partnership.’’. 

(b) APPLICATION OF HOLDING PERIOD RE-
QUIREMENT.—Subsection (c) of section 246 is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or 245’’ in paragraph (1) 
and inserting ‘‘245, or 245A’’, and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph’’ 

‘‘(5) SPECIAL RULES FOR FOREIGN SOURCE 
PORTION OF DIVIDENDS RECEIVED FROM SPECI-
FIED 10-PERCENT OWNED FOREIGN CORPORA-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(A) 1-YEAR HOLDING PERIOD REQUIREMENT— 
For purposes of Section 245A— 

‘‘(i) paragraph (1)(A) shall be applied— 
‘‘(I) by substituting ‘365 days’ for ‘45 days’ 

each place it appears, 
and 
‘‘(II) by substituting ‘731–day period’ for 

‘91–day period’, and 
‘‘(ii) paragraph (2) shall not apply 
‘‘(B) STATUS MUST BE MAINTAINED DURING 

THE HOLDING PERIOD.—For purposes of apply-
ing paragraph (1) with respect to section 
245A, the taxpayer shall be treated as hold-
ing the stock referred to in paragraph (1) for 
any period only if— 

‘‘(i) the specified 10-percent owned foreign 
corporation referred to in section 245A(a) is a 
specified 10-percent owned foreign corpora-
tion at all times during such period, and 

‘‘(ii) the taxpayer is a United States share-
holder with respect to such a specified 10- 
percent owned foreign corporation at all 
times during such period.’’. 

(C) APPLICATION OF RULES GENERALLY AP-
PLICABLE TO DEDUCTIONS FOR DIVIDENDS RE-
CEIVED.— 

(1) TREATMENT OF DIVIDENDS FROM CERTAIN 
CORPORATIONS.—Paragraph( 1) of section 
246(a) is amended by striking ‘‘and 245’’ and 
inserting ‘‘245, and 245A’’. 

(2) ASSETS GENERATING TAX-EXEMPT POR-
TION OF DIVIDEND NOT TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT IN 
ALLOCATING AND APPORTIONING DEDUCTIBLE 
EXPENSES.—Paragraph (3) of section 864(e) is 
amended by striking ‘‘or 245(a)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘245(a), or 245A’’. 

(3) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 1059.—Sub- 
paragraph (B) of section 1059(b) (2) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘or 245’’ and inserting ‘‘245A’’. 

(d) COORDINATION WITH FOREIGN TAX CRED-
IT LIMITATION.—Subsection (b) of section 904 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) TREATMENT OF DIVIDENDS FOR WHICH 
DEDUCTION IS ALLOWED UNDER SECTION 245A.— 
For purposes of subsection (a), in the case of 
a domestic corporation which is a United 
States shareholder with respect to a speci-
fied 10-percent owned foreign corporation, 
such domestic corporation’s taxable income 
from sources without the United States shall 
be determined without regard to— 

‘‘(A) the foreign-source portion of any divi-
dend received from such foreign corporation, 
and 

‘‘(B) any deductions properly allocable to 
such portion. 

Any term which is used in section 245A and 
in this paragraph shall have the same mean-
ing for purposes of this paragraph as when 
used in such section.’’. 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subsection (b) of section 951 is amended 

by striking ‘‘subpart’’ and inserting ‘‘title’’. 
(2) Subsection (a) of section 957 is amended 

by striking ‘‘subpart’’ in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1) and inserting ‘‘title’’. 

(3) The table of sections for part VIII of 
sub-chapter B of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 245 
the following new item: 
‘‘Sec 245A. Dividends received by domestic 

corporations from certain for-
eign corporations’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2017, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders in which or with 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 

SA 1669. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part I of subtitle A of title I, 
insert the following: 
SEC. 11003. ELECTION TO TREAT CAPITAL GAINS 

AS ORDINARY INCOME. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1(h)(1) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘If’’ and inserting ‘‘At the 
election of the taxpayer, if’’. 

(b) FORM 1040.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 

Secretary of the Treasury shall modify Form 
1040 to allow taxpayers to elect to treat their 
capital gains as ordinary income. 

SA 1670. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 78, strike line 11 and all 
that follows through page 79, line 8 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(h) SPECIAL RULES FOR SALES OR EX-
CHANGES IN TAXABLE YEARS 2018 THROUGH 
2025.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In applying this section 
with respect to sales or exchanges after De-
cember 31, 2017, and before January 1, 2026— 

‘‘(A) ‘6-year’ shall be substituted for ‘5- 
year’ each place it appears in subsections (a), 
(b)(5)(C)(ii)(I), and (c)(1)(B)(i)(I) and para-
graphs (7), (9), (10), and (12) of subsection (d), 

‘‘(B) ‘3 years’ shall be substituted for ‘2 
years’ each place it appears in subsections 
(a), (b)(3), (b)(4), (b)(5)(C)(ii)(III), and 
(c)(1)(B)(ii), and 

‘‘(C) ‘3-year’ shall be substituted for ‘2- 
year’ in subsection (b)(3). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR BINDING CONTRACTS.— 
Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any sale or 
exchange with respect to which there was a 
written binding contract in effect before 
January 1, 2018, and at all times thereafter 
before the sale or exchange. 

‘‘(3) PHASEOUT BASED ON MODIFIED AD-
JUSTED GROSS INCOME.—In the case of sales or 
exchanges after December 31, 2017, and before 
January 1, 2026— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the average modified 
adjusted gross income of the taxpayer for the 
taxable year and the 2 preceding taxable 
years exceeds $250,000 (twice such amount in 
the case of a joint return), the amount which 
would (but for this subsection) be excluded 
from gross income under subsection (a) for 
such taxable year shall be reduced (but not 
below zero) by the amount of such excess. 

‘‘(B) MODIFIED ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME.— 
For purposes of this paragraph, the term 
‘modified adjusted gross income’ means, 
with respect to any taxable year, adjusted 
gross income determined after application of 
this section (but without regard to sub-
section (b)(1) and this paragraph). 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULE FOR JOINT RETURNS.—In 
the case of a joint return, the average modi-
fied adjusted gross income of the taxpayer 
shall be determined without regard to any 
taxable year with respect to which the tax-
payer did not file a joint return.’’. 

SA 1671. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page ll, line lll, strike ‘‘(6) REGU-
LATIONS.—’’ and insert: 

‘‘(6) TRANSITION RULES FOR EXISTING IN-
DEBTEDNESS AND LOANS.— 

‘‘(A) LIMITATION NOT TO APPLY.—The limi-
tation under paragraph (1) shall not apply to 
interest paid or accrued by a domestic cor-
poration on pre-November 10, 2017 indebted-
ness. 
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‘‘(B) NET INTEREST EXPENSE.—In computing 

the net interest expense of a taxpayer for 
any taxable year, there shall not be taken 
into account— 

‘‘(i) any interest paid or accrued by the 
taxpayer to which subparagraph (A) applies, 
or 

‘‘(ii) any interest on loans made by the 
taxpayer before November 10, 2017, which is 
includible in the gross income of such tax-
payer for such taxable year. 

‘‘(C) PRE-NOVEMBER 10, 2017 INDEBTEDNESS.— 
For purposes of subparagraph (A), the term 
‘pre-November 10, 2017 indebtedness’ means 
any indebtedness issued before November 10, 
2017. If any such indebtedness is significantly 
modified after November 9, 2017, such indebt-
edness shall not be treated as pre-November 
10, 2017 indebtedness with respect to any in-
terest paid or accrued on or after the date 
such modification takes effect. 

‘‘(7) REGULATIONS.— 

SA 1672. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page lll, strike line lll 

and all that follows through page lll, line 
lll, and , insert the following: 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF REASONABLE COMPENSA-
TION AND GUARANTEED PAYMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Qualified business in-
come shall not include— 

‘‘(i) reasonable compensation paid to the 
taxpayer by any qualified trade or business 
of the taxpayer for services rendered with re-
spect to the trade or business, 

‘‘(ii) except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), any guaranteed payment described in 
section 707(c) paid to a partner for services 
rendered with respect to the trade or busi-
ness, and 

‘‘(iii) to the extent provided in regulations, 
any payment described in section 707(a) to a 
partner for services rendered with respect to 
the trade or business. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN GUARANTEED 
PAYMENTS.—In the case of a any qualified 
trade or business which is a specified service 
trade or business and is subject to the re-
porting requirements under section 13 of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, qualified 
business income shall include guaranteed 
payments described in section 707(c) which 
are paid to a partner who owns less than 1 
percent of the of the capital and profits in-
terests of the partnership, but only to the ex-
tent that such payments do not exceed the 
amounts paid for the provision of services in 
the normal course of the trade or business. 

SA 1673. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, 
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. WICKER, 
Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. PAUL, and Mrs. CAPITO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to titles II 
and V of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2018; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 1llll. FLOOR PLAN FINANCING. 

(a) APPLICATION OF INTEREST LIMITATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 163(j), as amended 

by section 13301, is amended— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘plus’’ at 

the end of subparagraph (A), by striking the 
period at the end of subparagraph (B) and in-
serting ‘‘, plus’’, and by inserting after sub-
paragraph (B) the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) the floor plan financing interest of 
such taxpayer for such taxable year.’’, and 

(B) in paragraph (4)(C)(i)(II), by inserting 
‘‘, reduced by the floor plan financing inter-
est,’’ after ‘‘business interest of the partner-
ship’’, and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (9) as para-
graph (10) and inserting after paragraph (8) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) FLOOR PLAN FINANCING INTEREST DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘floor plan fi-
nancing interest’ means interest which— 

‘‘(i) is paid or accrued on floor plan financ-
ing indebtedness, and 

‘‘(ii) which the taxpayer elects to treat as 
floor plan financing interest for purposes of 
this section. 

‘‘(B) FLOOR PLAN FINANCING INDEBTED-
NESS.—The term ‘floor plan financing indebt-
edness’ means indebtedness— 

‘‘(i) used to finance the acquisition of 
motor vehicles held for sale to retail cus-
tomers, and 

‘‘(ii) secured by the inventory so acquired. 
‘‘(C) MOTOR VEHICLE.—The term ‘motor ve-

hicle’ means a motor vehicle that is any of 
the following: 

‘‘(i) An automobile. 
‘‘(ii) A truck. 
‘‘(iii) A recreational vehicle. 
‘‘(iv) A motorcycle. 
‘‘(v) A boat. 
‘‘(vi) Farm machinery or equipment. 
‘‘(vii) Construction machinery or equip-

ment.’’. 
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(b) EXCEPTION FROM 100 PERCENT EXPENS-
ING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (6) of section 
168(k), as added by section 13201(a)(4), is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘shall not include any 
property’’ and inserting ‘‘shall not include— 

‘‘(A) any property’’, and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(B) any property used in a trade or busi-

ness that has floor plan financing indebted-
ness (as defined in paragraph (9) of section 
163(j)), if the floor plan financing interest re-
lated to such indebtedness was taken into 
account under paragraph (1)(C) of such sec-
tion.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to prop-
erty placed in service after September 27, 
2017, in taxable years ending after such date. 

SA 1674. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title I, add the 
following: 

PART IV—REPEAL OF FOREIGN ACCOUNT 
TAX COMPLIANCE ACT 

SEC. 14601. REPEAL OF WITHHOLDING AND RE-
PORTING WITH RESPECT TO CER-
TAIN FOREIGN ACCOUNTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 4 is repealed. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS FOR RULES 

FOR ELECTRONICALLY FILED RETURNS.—Sec-
tion 6011(e)(4) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, as in effect on January 
1, 2017’’ after ‘‘(as defined in section 
1471(d)(5)’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or 1474(a)’’. 
(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT RELATED TO 

SUBSTITUTE DIVIDENDS.—Section 871(m) is 
amended by striking ‘‘chapters 3 and 4’’ both 
places it appears and inserting ‘‘chapter 3’’. 

(d) OTHER CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 6414 s amended by striking ‘‘or 

4’’. 
(2) Paragraph (1) of section 6501(b) is 

amended by striking ‘‘4,’’. 
(3) Paragraph (2) of section 6501(b) is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘4,’’, and 
(B) by striking ‘‘AND WITHOLDING TAXES’’ in 

the heading and inserting ‘‘TAXES AND TAX 
IMPOSED BY CHAPTER 3’’. 

(4) Paragraph (3) of section 6513(b) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘or 4’’, and 
(B) by striking ‘‘or 1474(b)’’. 
(5) Section 6513(c) is amended by striking 

‘‘4,’’. 
(6) Section 6611(e)(4) is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘or 4’’. 
(7) Paragraph (1) of section 6724(d) is 

amended by striking ‘‘under chapter 4 or’’. 
(8) Paragraph (2) of section 6724(d) is 

amended by striking ‘‘or 4’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to payments 
made after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 14602. REPEAL OF INFORMATION REPORT-

ING WITH RESPECT TO FOREIGN FI-
NANCIAL ASSETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part III of 
subchapter A of chapter 61 is amended by 
striking section 6038D. 

(b) REPEAL OF MODIFICATION OF STATUTE OF 
LIMITATIONS FOR SIGNIFICANT OMISSION OF IN-
COME IN CONNECTION WITH FOREIGN ASSETS.— 

(1) Paragraph (1) of section 6501(e) is 
amended by striking subparagraph (A) and 
by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and (C) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively. 

(2) Subparagraph (A) of section 6501(e), as 
redesignated by paragraph (1), is amended by 
striking all that precedes clause (i) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) GENERAL RULE.—If the taxpayer omits 
from gross income an amount properly in-
cluded therein which is in excess of 25 per-
cent of the amount of gross income stated in 
the return, the tax may be assessed, or a pro-
ceeding in court for the collection of such 
tax may be begun without assessment, at 
any time within 6 years after the return was 
filed. For purposes of this subparagraph—’’. 

(3) Paragraph (2) of section 6229(c) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and such amount is 
described in clause (i) or (ii) of section 
6501(e)(1)(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘which is in ex-
cess of 25 percent of the amount of gross in-
come stated in its return’’. 

(4) Paragraph (8) of section 6501(c) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘pursuant to an election 
under section 1295(b) or’’, 

(B) by striking ‘‘1298(f)’’, and 
(C) by striking ‘‘6038D,’’. 
(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 

sections for subpart A of part III of sub-
chapter A of chapter 61 is amended by strik-
ing the item related to section 6038D. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
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section shall apply to taxable years ending 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) RETURNS.—The amendments made by 
subsection (b) shall apply to returns filed 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 14603. REPEAL OF PENALTIES FOR UNDER-

PAYMENTS ATTRIBUTABLE TO UN-
DISCLOSED FOREIGN FINANCIAL AS-
SETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6662 is amended— 
(1) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph 

(7) and redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (7), and 

(2) by striking subsection (j) and redesig-
nating subsection (k) as subsection (j). 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 14604. REPEAL OF REPORTING OF ACTIVI-

TIES WITH RESPECT TO PASSIVE 
FOREIGN INVESTMENT COMPANIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1298 is amended 
by striking subsection (f) and by redesig-
nating subsection (g) as subsection (f). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1291(e) is amended by striking ‘‘and (d)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘, (d), and (f)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 14605. REPEAL OF REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENT FOR UNITED STATES OWNERS 
OF FOREIGN TRUSTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
6048(b) is amended by striking ‘‘shall submit 
such information as the Secretary may pre-
scribe with respect to such trust for such 
year and’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 14606. REPEAL OF MINIMUM PENALTY WITH 

RESPECT TO FAILURE TO REPORT 
ON CERTAIN FOREIGN TRUSTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6677(a) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘the greater of $10,000 or’’, 
and 

(2) by striking the last sentence and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘In no event shall the pen-
alty under this subsection with respect to 
any failure exceed the gross reportable 
amount.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to notices 
and returns required to be filed after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 1675. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. REED, and Mr. BOOK-
ER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1618 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to titles II 
and V of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2018; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

At the appropriate place, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 1lllll. FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH-IN-

COME TAXPAYERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter 

1, as amended by this Act, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new part: 

‘‘PART VIII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH- 
INCOME TAXPAYERS 

‘‘Sec. 59B. Fair share tax. 

‘‘SEC. 59B. FAIR SHARE TAX. 
‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.— 
‘‘(1) PHASE-IN OF TAX.—In the case of any 

high-income taxpayer, there is hereby im-
posed for a taxable year (in addition to any 
other tax imposed by this subtitle) a tax 
equal to the product of— 

‘‘(A) the amount determined under para-
graph (2), and 

‘‘(B) a fraction (not to exceed 1)— 
‘‘(i) the numerator of which is the excess 

of— 
‘‘(I) the taxpayer’s adjusted gross income, 

over 
‘‘(II) the dollar amount in effect under sub-

section (c)(1), and 
‘‘(ii) the denominator of which is the dollar 

amount in effect under subsection (c)(1). 
‘‘(2) AMOUNT OF TAX.—The amount of tax 

determined under this paragraph is an 
amount equal to the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(A) the tentative fair share tax for the 
taxable year, over 

‘‘(B) the excess of— 
‘‘(i) the sum of— 
‘‘(I) the regular tax liability (as defined in 

section 26(b)) for the taxable year, deter-
mined without regard to any tax liability de-
termined under this section, 

‘‘(II) the tax imposed by section 55 for the 
taxable year, plus 

‘‘(III) the payroll tax for the taxable year, 
over 

‘‘(ii) the credits allowable under part IV of 
subchapter A (other than sections 27(a), 31, 
and 34). 

‘‘(b) TENTATIVE FAIR SHARE TAX.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The tentative fair share 
tax for the taxable year is 30 percent of the 
excess of— 

‘‘(A) the adjusted gross income of the tax-
payer, over 

‘‘(B) the modified charitable contribution 
deduction for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) MODIFIED CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTION 
DEDUCTION.—For purposes of paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The modified charitable 
contribution deduction for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the amount which 
bears the same ratio to the deduction allow-
able under section 170 (section 642(c) in the 
case of a trust or estate) for such taxable 
year as— 

‘‘(i) the amount of itemized deductions al-
lowable under the regular tax (as defined in 
section 55) for such taxable year, determined 
after the application of section 68, bears to 

‘‘(ii) such amount, determined before the 
application of section 68. 

‘‘(B) TAXPAYER MUST ITEMIZE.—In the case 
of any individual who does not elect to 
itemize deductions for the taxable year, the 
modified charitable contribution deduction 
shall be zero. 

‘‘(c) HIGH-INCOME TAXPAYER.—For purposes 
of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘high-income 
taxpayer’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any taxpayer (other than a corpora-
tion) with an adjusted gross income for such 
taxable year in excess of $1,000,000 (50 percent 
of such amount in the case of a married indi-
vidual who files a separate return). 

‘‘(2) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxable 

year beginning after 2018, the $1,000,000 
amount under paragraph (1) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2017’ 
for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) 
thereof. 

‘‘(B) ROUNDING.—If any amount as adjusted 
under subparagraph (A) is not a multiple of 

$10,000, such amount shall be rounded to the 
next lowest multiple of $10,000. 

‘‘(d) PAYROLL TAX.—For purposes of this 
section, the payroll tax for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the excess of— 

‘‘(1) the taxes imposed on the taxpayer 
under sections 1401, 1411, 3101, 3201, and 
3211(a) (to the extent such tax is attributable 
to the rate of tax in effect under section 3101) 
with respect to such taxable year or wages or 
compensation received during such taxable 
year, over 

‘‘(2) the deduction allowable under section 
164(f) for such taxable year. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR ESTATES AND 
TRUSTS.—For purposes of this section, in the 
case of an estate or trust, adjusted gross in-
come shall be computed in the manner de-
scribed in section 67(e). 

‘‘(f) NOT TREATED AS TAX IMPOSED BY THIS 
CHAPTER FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—The tax 
imposed under this section shall not be 
treated as tax imposed by this chapter for 
purposes of determining the amount of any 
credit under this chapter (other than the 
credit allowed under section 27(a)) or for pur-
poses of section 55.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
parts for subchapter A of chapter 1 is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new 
item: 

‘‘PART VIII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH- 
INCOME TAXPAYERS’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1676. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. DISALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION FOR 

PUNITIVE DAMAGES. 
(a) DISALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 162(g) of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 

as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
(B) by striking ‘‘If’’ and inserting: 
‘‘(1) TREBLE DAMAGES.—If’’, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) PUNITIVE DAMAGES.—No deduction 

shall be allowed under this chapter for any 
amount paid or incurred for punitive dam-
ages in connection with any judgment in, or 
settlement of, any action between private 
parties.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
for section 162(g) of such Code is amended by 
inserting ‘‘OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES’’ after 
‘‘LAWS’’. 

(b) INCLUSION IN INCOME OF PUNITIVE DAM-
AGES PAID BY INSURER OR OTHERWISE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. 91. PUNITIVE DAMAGES COMPENSATED BY 

INSURANCE OR OTHERWISE. 
‘‘Gross income shall include any amount 

paid to or on behalf of a taxpayer as insur-
ance or otherwise by reason of the taxpayer’s 
liability (or agreement) to pay punitive dam-
ages.’’. 

(2) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 6041 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:13 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00070 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A30NO6.038 S30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7577 November 30, 2017 
‘‘(h) SECTION TO APPLY TO PUNITIVE DAM-

AGES COMPENSATION.—This section shall 
apply to payments by a person to or on be-
half of another person as insurance or other-
wise by reason of the other person’s liability 
(or agreement) to pay punitive damages.’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part II of subchapter B of chap-
ter 1 of such Code is amended by adding at 
the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 91. Punitive damages compensated by 

insurance or otherwise.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to damages 
paid or incurred on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

SA 1677. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 1llll. LIFETIME LIMITATION ON NON-

RECOGNITION OF PROPERTY SOLD 
TO COMPLY WITH CONFLICT-OF-IN-
TEREST REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1043 is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION.—The amount of gain to 
which subsection (a) applies with respect to 
any taxpayer for a taxable year shall not ex-
ceed $1,000,000 reduced by the amount of gain 
to which subsection (a) applied with respect 
to such taxpayer for all preceding taxable 
years.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to sales in 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2016. 

SA 1678. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 14501. 

SA 1679. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

Subtitle l—Tribal Tax and Investment 
Reform 

SEC. l. FINDINGS. 
The Congress finds the following: 
(1) There is a unique Federal legal and po-

litical relationship between the United 
States and Indian tribes. 

(2) Indian tribes have the responsibility 
and authority to provide governmental pro-
grams and services to tribal citizens, develop 
tribal economies, and build community in-
frastructure to ensure that Indian reserva-
tion lands serve as livable, permanent 
homes. 

(3) The United States Constitution, U.S. 
Federal Court decisions, Executive orders, 
and numerous other Federal laws and regula-
tions recognize that Indian tribes are gov-
ernments, retaining the inherent authority 
to tax and operate as other governments, in-
cluding (inter alia) financing projects with 
government bonds and maintaining eligi-
bility for general tax exemptions via their 
government status. 

(4) Codifying tax parity with respect to 
tribal governments is consistent with Fed-
eral treaties recognizing the sovereignty of 
tribal governments. 

(5) That Indian tribes face historic dis-
advantages in accessing the underlying cap-
ital to build the necessary infrastructure for 
job creation, and that certain statutory re-
strictions on tribal governance further in-
hibit tribes’ ability to develop strong govern-
ance and economies. 

(6) Indian tribes are sometimes excluded 
from the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 in 
key provisions which results in unfair tax 
treatment for tribal citizens or unequal en-
forcement authority for tribal enforcement 
agencies. 

(7) Congress is vested with the authority to 
regulate commerce with Indian tribes, and 
hereby exercises that authority in a manner 
which furthers tribal self-governance, and in 
doing so, further affirms the United States 
government-to-government relationship 
with Indian tribes. 
SEC. l. TREATMENT OF INDIAN TRIBES AS 

STATES WITH RESPECT TO BOND 
ISSUANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
7871 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to Indian tribal governments treated 
as States for certain purposes) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR TAX-EXEMPT 
BONDS.—In applying section 146 to bonds 
issued by Indian tribal governments (or sub-
divisions thereof), the Secretary shall annu-
ally— 

‘‘(1) establish a national bond volume cap 
based on the greater of— 

‘‘(A) the State population formula ap-
proach in section 146(d)(1)(A) (using national 
tribal population estimates supplied annu-
ally by the Department of the Interior in 
consultation with the Census Bureau), and 

‘‘(B) the minimum State ceiling amount in 
section 146(d)(1)(B) (as adjusted in accord-
ance with the cost of living provision in sec-
tion 146(d)(2)), and 

‘‘(2) allocate such national bond volume 
cap among all Indian tribal governments 
seeking such an allocation in a particular 
year under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary.’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF ESSENTIAL GOVERNMENTAL 
FUNCTION REQUIREMENTS.—Section 7871 of 
such Code is further amended by striking 
subsections (b) and (e). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) SUBSECTION (a).—The amendment made 

by subsection (a) shall apply to obligations 
issued in calendar years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) SUBSECTION (b).—The repeals made by 
subsection (b) shall apply to transactions 
after, and obligations issued in calendar 
years beginning after, the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. l. TREATMENT OF PENSION AND EM-

PLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS MAIN-
TAINED BY TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO THE INTERNAL REVENUE 
CODE OF 1986.— 

(1) QUALIFIED PUBLIC SAFETY EMPLOYEE.— 
Section 72(t)(10)(B) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (defining qualified public safety 
employee) is amended by— 

(A) striking ‘‘or political subdivision of a 
State’’ and inserting ‘‘, political subdivision 
of a State, or Indian tribe’’; and 

(B) striking ‘‘such State or political sub-
division’’ and inserting ‘‘such State, political 
subdivision, or tribe’’. 

(2) GOVERNMENTAL PLAN.—The last sen-
tence of section 414(d) of such Code (defining 
governmental plan) is amended to read as 
follows: ‘‘The term ‘governmental plan’ in-
cludes a plan established or maintained for 
its employees by an Indian tribal govern-
ment (as defined in section 7701(a)(40)), a sub-
division of an Indian tribal government (de-
termined in accordance with section 7871(d)), 
an agency, instrumentality, or subdivision of 
an Indian tribal government, or an entity es-
tablished under Federal, State, or tribal law 
which is wholly owned or controlled by any 
of the foregoing.’’. 

(3) DOMESTIC RELATIONS ORDER.—Section 
414(p)(1)(B)(ii) of such Code (defining domes-
tic relations order) is amended by inserting 
‘‘or tribal’’ after ‘‘State’’. 

(4) EXEMPT GOVERNMENTAL DEFERRED COM-
PENSATION PLAN.—Section 3121(v)(3) of such 
Code (defining governmental deferred com-
pensation plan) is amended by inserting ‘‘by 
an Indian tribal government or subdivision 
thereof,’’ after ‘‘political subdivision there-
of,’’. 

(5) GRANDFATHER OF CERTAIN DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION PLANS.—Section 457 of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(h) CERTAIN TRIBAL GOVERNMENT PLANS 
GRANDFATHERED.—Plans established before 
the date of enactment of this subsection and 
maintained by an Indian tribal government 
(as defined in section 7701(a)(40)), a subdivi-
sion of an Indian tribal government (deter-
mined in accordance with section 7871(d)), an 
agency, instrumentality, or subdivision of an 
Indian tribal government, or an entity estab-
lished under Federal, State, or tribal law 
which is wholly owned or controlled by any 
of the foregoing, in compliance with sub-
section (b) or (f) shall be treated as if estab-
lished by an eligible employer under sub-
section (e)(1)(A).’’. 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE EMPLOYEE RETIRE-
MENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The last sentence of sec-
tion 3(32) of the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1002(32)) 
is amended to read as follows: ‘‘The term 
‘governmental plan’ includes a plan estab-
lished or maintained for its employees by an 
Indian tribal government (as defined in sec-
tion 7701(a)(40) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986), a subdivision of an Indian tribal gov-
ernment (determined in accordance with sec-
tion 7871(d) of such Code), an agency, instru-
mentality, or subdivision of an Indian tribal 
government, or an entity established under 
Federal, State, or tribal law which is wholly 
owned or controlled by any of the fore-
going.’’. 

(2) DOMESTIC RELATIONS ORDER.—Section 
206(d)(3)(B)(ii)(II) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 
1056(d)(3)(B)(ii)(II)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘or tribal’’ after ‘‘State’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 4021(b) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 

1321(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end of paragraph (12), by striking the period 
at the end of paragraph (13) and inserting ‘‘; 
or’’, and by inserting after paragraph (13) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(14) established or maintained for its em-
ployees by an Indian tribal government (as 
defined in section 7701(a)(40) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986), a subdivision of an In-
dian tribal government (determined in ac-
cordance with section 7871(d) of such Code), 
an agency, instrumentality, or subdivision of 
an Indian tribal government, or an entity es-
tablished under Federal, State, or tribal law 
which is wholly owned or controlled by any 
of the foregoing.’’. 
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(B) Section 4021(b)(2) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 

1321(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘, or which 
is described in the last sentence of section 
3(32)’’ and inserting a comma. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to years be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. l. TREATMENT OF TRIBAL FOUNDATIONS 

AND CHARITIES LIKE CHARITIES 
FUNDED AND CONTROLLED BY 
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL FUNDERS 
AND SPONSORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 170(b)(1)(A) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: ‘‘For pur-
poses of clause (vi), the term ‘governmental 
unit’ includes an Indian tribal government 
(determined in accordance with section 
7871(d)), an agency, instrumentality, or sub-
division of an Indian tribal government, or 
an entity established under Federal, State, 
or tribal law which is wholly owned or con-
trolled by any of the foregoing.’’. 

(b) CERTAIN SUPPORTING ORGANIZATIONS.— 
Section 509(a) of such Code is amended by 
adding at the end the following: ‘‘For pur-
poses of paragraph (3), an organization de-
scribed in paragraph (2) shall be deemed to 
include an Indian tribal government (deter-
mined in accordance with section 7871(d)), an 
agency, instrumentality, or subdivision of an 
Indian tribal government, or an entity estab-
lished under Federal, State, or tribal law 
which is wholly owned or controlled by any 
of the foregoing.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. l. RECOGNIZING INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN-

MENTS FOR PURPOSES OF DETER-
MINING UNDER THE ADOPTION 
CREDIT WHETHER A CHILD HAS SPE-
CIAL NEEDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 23(d)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (defining child 
with special needs) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or 
Indian tribal government’’ after ‘‘a State’’; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘or 
Indian tribal government’’ after ‘‘such 
State’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SA 1680. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart A of part VI of sub-
title C of title I, add the following: 
SEC. 1llll. TREATMENT OF PUBLICLY TRAD-

ED PARTNERSHIPS. 
(a) EXTENSION OF PUBLICLY TRADED PART-

NERSHIP OWNERSHIP STRUCTURE TO ENERGY 
POWER GENERATION PROJECTS, TRANSPOR-
TATION FUELS, AND RELATED ENERGY ACTIVI-
TIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (E) of sec-
tion 7704(d)(1) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘income and gains derived 
from the exploration’’ and inserting ‘‘income 
and gains derived from the following: 

‘‘(i) MINERALS, NATURAL RESOURCES, ETC.— 
The exploration’’, 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or’’ before ‘‘industrial 
source’’, 

(C) by inserting a period after ‘‘carbon di-
oxide’’, and 

(D) by striking ‘‘, or the transportation or 
storage’’ and all that follows and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(ii) RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The generation 
of electric power (including the leasing of 
tangible personal property used for such gen-
eration) exclusively utilizing any resource 
described in section 45(c)(1) or energy prop-
erty described in section 48 (determined 
without regard to any termination date), or 
in the case of a facility described in para-
graph (3) or (7) of section 45(d) (determined 
without regard to any placed in service date 
or date by which construction of the facility 
is required to begin), the accepting or proc-
essing of such resource. 

‘‘(iii) ENERGY STORAGE PROPERTY.—The 
sale of electric power, capacity, resource 
adequacy, demand response capabilities, or 
ancillary services that is produced or made 
available from any equipment or facility (op-
erating as a single unit or as an aggregation 
of units) the principal function of which is 
to— 

‘‘(I) use mechanical, chemical, electro-
chemical, hydroelectric, or thermal proc-
esses to store energy that was generated at 
one time for conversion to electricity at a 
later time; or 

‘‘(II) store thermal energy for direct use 
for heating or cooling at a later time in a 
manner that avoids the need to use elec-
tricity at that later time. 

‘‘(iv) COMBINED HEAT AND POWER.—The gen-
eration, storage, or distribution of thermal 
energy exclusively utilizing property de-
scribed in section 48(c)(3) (determined with-
out regard to subparagraphs (B) and (D) 
thereof and without regard to any placed in 
service date). 

‘‘(v) RENEWABLE THERMAL ENERGY.—The 
generation, storage, or distribution of ther-
mal energy exclusively using any resource 
described in section 45(c)(1) or energy prop-
erty described in clause (i) or (iii) of section 
48(a)(3)(A). 

‘‘(vi) WASTE HEAT TO POWER.—The use of re-
coverable waste energy, as defined in section 
371(5) of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6341(5)) (as in effect on the 
date of the enactment of the Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act). 

‘‘(vii) RENEWABLE FUEL INFRASTRUCTURE.— 
The storage or transportation of any fuel de-
scribed in subsection (b), (c), (d), or (e) of 
section 6426. 

‘‘(viii) RENEWABLE FUELS.—The production, 
storage, or transportation of any renewable 
fuel described in section 211(o)(1)(J) of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7545(o)(1)(J)) (as in 
effect on the date of the enactment of the 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act) or section 40A(d)(1). 

‘‘(ix) FUEL DERIVED FROM CAPTURED CARBON 
DIOXIDE.—The production, storage, or trans-
portation of any fuel which— 

‘‘(I) uses carbon dioxide captured from an 
anthropogenic source or the atmosphere as 
its primary feedstock, and 

‘‘(II) is determined by the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Energy 
and the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, to achieve a reduction of 
not less than a 60 percent in lifecycle green-
house gas emissions (as defined in section 
211(o)(1)(H) of the Clean Air Act) compared 
to baseline lifecycle greenhouse gas emis-
sions (as defined in section 211(o)(1)(C) of 
such Act). 
This clause shall not apply to any fuel which 
uses as its primary feedstock carbon dioxide 
which is deliberately released from natu-
rally-occurring subsurface springs. 

‘‘(x) RENEWABLE CHEMICALS.—The produc-
tion, storage, or transportation of any quali-
fying renewable chemical (as defined in para-
graph (6)). 

‘‘(xi) ENERGY EFFICIENT BUILDINGS.—The 
audit and installation through contract or 
other agreement of any energy efficient 
building property described in section 
179D(c)(1). 

‘‘(xii) GASIFICATION WITH SEQUESTRATION.— 
The production of any product or the genera-
tion of electric power from a project— 

‘‘(I) which meets the requirements of sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) of section 48B(c)(1), 
and 

‘‘(II) not less than 75 percent of the total 
carbon dioxide emissions of which is quali-
fied carbon dioxide (as defined in section 
45Q(b)) which is disposed of or utilized as 
provided in paragraph (7). 

‘‘(xiii) CARBON CAPTURE AND SEQUESTRA-
TION.— 

‘‘(I) POWER GENERATION FACILITIES.—The 
generation or storage of electric power (in-
cluding associated income from the sale or 
marketing of energy, capacity, resource ade-
quacy, and ancillary services) produced from 
any power generation facility which is, or 
from any power generation unit within, a 
qualified facility which is described in sec-
tion 45Q(c) and not less than 50 percent (30 
percent in the case of a facility or unit 
placed in service before January 1, 2017) of 
the total carbon dioxide emissions of which 
is qualified carbon dioxide which is disposed 
of or utilized as provided in paragraph (7). 

‘‘(II) OTHER FACILITIES.—The sale of any 
good or service from any facility (other than 
a power generation facility) which is a quali-
fied facility described in section 45Q(c) and 
the captured qualified carbon dioxide (as so 
defined) of which is disposed of as provided in 
paragraph (7).’’. 

(2) RENEWABLE CHEMICAL.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 7704(d) is amend-

ed by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) QUALIFYING RENEWABLE CHEMICAL.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying re-

newable chemical’ means any renewable 
chemical (as defined in section 9001 of the 
Agriculture Act of 2014)— 

‘‘(i) which is produced by the taxpayer in 
the United States or in a territory or posses-
sion of the United States, 

‘‘(ii) which is the product of, or reliant 
upon, biological conversion, thermal conver-
sion, or a combination of biological and ther-
mal conversion, of renewable biomass (as de-
fined in section 9001(13) of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002), 

‘‘(iii) the biobased content of which is 95 
percent or higher, 

‘‘(iv) which is sold or used by the tax-
payer— 

‘‘(I) for the production of chemical prod-
ucts, polymers, plastics, or formulated prod-
ucts, or 

‘‘(II) as chemicals, polymers, plastics, or 
formulated products, 

‘‘(v) which is not sold or used for the pro-
duction of any food, feed, or fuel, and 

‘‘(vi) which is— 
‘‘(I) acetic acid, acrylic acid, acyl glu-

tamate, adipic acid, algae oils, algae sugars, 
1,4-butanediol (BDO), iso-butanol, n-butanol, 
C10 and higher hydrocarbons produced from 
olefin metathesis, carboxylic acids produced 
from olefin metathesis, cellulosic sugar, 
diethyl methylene malonate, dodecanedioic 
acid (DDDA), esters produced from olefin 
metathesis, ethyl acetate, ethylene glycol, 
farnesene, 2,5-furandicarboxylic acid, 
gamma-butyrolactone, glucaric acid, 
hexamethylenediamine (HMD), 3-hydroxy 
propionic acid, iso-butene, isoprene, itaconic 
acid, lactide, levulinic acid, 
polyhydroxyalkonate (PHA), polylactic acid 
(PLA), polyethylene furanoate (PEF), poly-
ethylene terephthalate (PET), polyitaconic 
acid, polyols from vegetable oils, 
poly(xylitan levulinate ketal), 1,3- 
propanediol, 1,2-propanediol, rhamnolipids, 
short and medium chain carboxylic acids 
produced from anaerobic digestion, succinic 
acid, terephthalic acid, vegetable fatty acid 
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derived from ethyl esters containing vege-
table oil, or p-Xylene, or 

‘‘(II) any chemical not described in clause 
(i) which is a chemical listed by the Sec-
retary for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(B) BIOBASED CONTENT.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A)(iii), the term ‘biobased 
content percentage’ means, with respect to 
any renewable chemical, the biobased con-
tent of such chemical (expressed as a per-
centage) determined by testing representa-
tive samples using the American Society for 
Testing and Materials (ASTM) D6866.’’. 

(B) LIST OF OTHER QUALIFYING RENEWABLE 
CHEMICALS.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury (or the Secretary’s 
delegate), in consultation with the Secretary 
of Agriculture, shall establish a program to 
consider applications from taxpayers for the 
listing of chemicals under section 
7874(d)(6)(A)(vi)(II) (as added by paragraph 
(1)). 

(3) DISPOSAL AND UTILIZATION OF OF CAP-
TURED CARBON DIOXIDE.—Section 7704(d), as 
amended by paragraph (2), is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) DISPOSAL AND UTILIZATION OF CAP-
TURED CARBON DIOXIDE.—For purposes of 
clauses (xii)(III) and (xiii)(I) of paragraph 
(1)(E), carbon dioxide is disposed of or uti-
lized as provided in this paragraph if such 
carbon dioxide is— 

‘‘(A) placed into secure geological storage 
(as determined under section 45Q(d)(2)), 

‘‘(B) used as a tertiary injectant (as de-
fined in section 45Q(d)(3)) in a qualified en-
hanced oil or natural gas recovery project 
(as defined in section 45Q(d)(4)) and placed 
into secure geological storage (as so deter-
mined), 

‘‘(C) fixated through photosynthesis or 
chemosynthesis (such as through the grow-
ing of algae or bacteria), 

‘‘(D) chemically converted to a material or 
chemical compound in which it is securely 
stored, or 

‘‘(E) used for any other purpose which the 
Secretary determines has the potential to 
strengthen or significantly develop a com-
petitive market for carbon dioxide captured 
from man-made sources.’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act, in tax-
able years ending after such date. 

(b) APPLICATION OF QUALIFIED BUSINESS IN-
COME DEDUCTION TO PUBLICLY TRADED PART-
NERSHIPS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199A(b)(1)(B), as 
added by subsection (a), is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and qualified cooperative dividends’’ 
and inserting ‘‘, qualified cooperative divi-
dends, and qualified publicly traded partner-
ship income’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED PUBLICLY TRADED PARTNER-
SHIP INCOME.—Section 199A(e), as added by 
subsection (a), is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) QUALIFIED PUBLICLY TRADED PARTNER-
SHIP INCOME.—The term ‘qualified publicly 
traded partnership income’ means, with re-
spect to any taxpayer, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the net amount of such taxpayer’s al-
locable share of each qualified item of in-
come, gain, deduction, and loss (as defined in 
subsection (c)(3) and determined after the 
application of subsection (c)(4)) from a pub-
licly traded partnership (as defined in sec-
tion 7704(a)) which is not treated as a cor-
poration under section 7704(c), plus 

‘‘(B) any gain recognized by such taxpayer 
upon disposition of its interest in such part-
nership to the extent such gain is treated as 
an amount realized from the sale or ex-
change of property other than a capital asset 
under section 751(a).’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199A(c)(1), as added by subsection (a), is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘‘Such term shall not include 
any qualified publicly traded partnership in-
come.’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1681. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 104, strike line 1 and all 
that follows through page 112, line 12 and in-
sert the following: 

Subtitle B—Revenue Neutrality 
SEC. 12001. ADJUSTMENT OF HIGHEST RATE 

BRACKETS. 
(a) JOINT RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the 

table contained in section 1(j)(2)(A), as added 
by section 11001(a), are amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘Over $400,000 but not 
over $480,050 ................. $91,479, plus 35% of the 

excess over $400,000. 
Over $480,050 ................... $119,496.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$480,050.’’. 

(b) HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(B), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $453,350 ................. $44,348, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $453,350 ................... $133,020.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$453,350.’’. 

(c) UNMARRIED INDIVIDUALS.—The last 2 
rows of the table contained in section 
1(j)(2)(C), as added by section 11001(a), are 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $426,700 ................. $45,739.50, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $426,700 ................... $125,084.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$426,700.’’. 

(d) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPARATE 
RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the table con-
tained in section 1(j)(2)(D), as added by sec-
tion 11001(a), are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $240,026 ................. $45,739.50, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $240,026 ................... $59,748.60, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$240,026.’’. 

(e) ESTATES AND TRUSTS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(E), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $9,150 but not over 
$12,700 .......................... $1,839, plus 35% of the ex-

cess over $9,150. 
Over $12,700 ..................... $3,081.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$12,700.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12002. CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(b), as amended 
by section 13001, is amended by striking ‘‘20 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘28 percent’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2018. 
SEC. 12003. DECREASE IN ESTATE AND GIFT TAX 

EXEMPTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2010(c)(3) is 

amended by striking subparagraph (C), as 
added by this Act. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(g) of section 2001 is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(g) MODIFICATIONS TO GIFT TAX PAYABLE 
TO REFLECT DIFFERENT TAX RATES.—For pur-
poses of applying subsection (b)(2) with re-
spect to 1 or more gifts, the rates of tax 
under subsection (c) in effect at the dece-
dent’s death shall, in lieu of the rates of tax 
in effect at the time of such gifts, be used 
both to compute— 

‘‘(1) the tax imposed by chapter 12 with re-
spect to such gifts, and 

‘‘(2) the credit allowed against such tax 
under section 2505, including in computing— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit amount under 
section 2505(a)(1), and 

‘‘(B) the sum of the amounts allowed as a 
credit for all preceding periods under section 
2505(a)(2).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to estates of 
decedents dying and gifts made after Decem-
ber 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12004. ORDINARY INCOME TREATMENT IN 

THE CASE OF PARTNERSHIP INTER-
ESTS HELD IN CONNECTION WITH 
PERFORMANCE OF SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1061, as amended 
by section 13310(a) of this Act, is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1061. PARTNERSHIP INTERESTS HELD IN 

CONNECTION WITH PERFORMANCE 
OF SERVICES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If one or more applica-
ble partnership interests are held by a tax-
payer at any time during the taxable year, 
so much of— 

‘‘(1) the taxpayer’s net capital gain with 
respect to such interests for such taxable 
year, as does not exceed 

‘‘(2) the taxpayer’s recharacterization ac-
count balance for such taxable year, 
shall be treated as ordinary income. 

‘‘(b) NET CAPITAL GAIN.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a)(1), net capital gain shall be deter-
mined under section 1222, except that such 
section shall be applied— 

‘‘(A) without regard to the recharacteriza-
tion of any item as ordinary income under 
this section, 

‘‘(B) by only taking into account items of 
gain and loss— 

‘‘(i) taken into account by the taxpayer 
under section 702 with respect to any appli-
cable partnership interest, 

‘‘(ii) recognized by the taxpayer on the dis-
position of any such interest, or 

‘‘(iii) recognized by the taxpayer under 
paragraph (4) on a distribution of property 
with respect to such interest, and 

‘‘(C) in the case of a taxable year for which 
section 1231 gains (as defined in section 
1231(a)(3)(A)) exceed section 1231 losses (as 
defined in section 1231(a)(3)(B)), by treating 
property which is taken into account in de-
termining such gains and losses as capital 
assets held for more than 1 year. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO ITEMS OF GAIN.—The 
amount treated as ordinary income under 
subsection (a) shall be allocated ratably 
among the items of long-term capital gain 
taken into account in determining net cap-
ital gain under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) RECOGNITION OF GAIN ON DISPOSITION OF 
APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP INTERESTS.—Any 
gain on the disposition of any applicable 
partnership interest shall be recognized not-
withstanding any other provision of this 
title. 
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‘‘(4) RECOGNITION OF GAIN ON DISTRIBUTIONS 

OF PARTNERSHIP PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any dis-

tribution of property by a partnership with 
respect to any applicable partnership inter-
est, the partner receiving such property shall 
recognize gain equal to the excess (if any) 
of— 

‘‘(i) the fair market value of such property 
at the time of such distribution, over 

‘‘(ii) the adjusted basis of such property in 
the hands of such partner (determined with-
out regard to subparagraph (B)). 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT OF BASIS.—In the case of 
a distribution to which subparagraph (A) ap-
plies, the basis of the distributed property in 
the hands of the distributee partner shall be 
the amount determined under subparagraph 
(A)(i). 

‘‘(c) RECHARACTERIZATION ACCOUNT BAL-
ANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘recharacterization account 
balance’ means, with respect to any taxpayer 
for any taxable year, the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the taxpayer’s aggregate annual re-

characterization amounts with respect to ap-
plicable partnership interests for such tax-
able year, plus 

‘‘(ii) the taxpayer’s recharacterization ac-
count balance for the taxable year preceding 
such taxable year, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the taxpayer’s net ordinary income 

with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for such taxable year (determined with-
out regard to this section), plus 

‘‘(ii) the amount treated as ordinary in-
come of the taxpayer under this section for 
the taxable year preceding such taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL RECHARACTERIZATION 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘annual re-
characterization amount’ means, with re-
spect to any applicable partnership interest 
for any partnership taxable year, an amount 
equal to the product of— 

‘‘(i) the specified rate determined under 
subparagraph (B) for the calendar year in 
which such taxable year begins, multiplied 
by 

‘‘(ii) the excess (if any) of— 
‘‘(I) an amount equal to the applicable per-

centage of the partnership’s aggregate in-
vested capital for such taxable year, over 

‘‘(II) the specified capital contribution of 
the partner with respect to the applicable 
partnership interest for such taxable year. 
If a taxpayer holds an applicable partnership 
interest for less than the entire taxable year, 
the amount determined under the preceding 
sentence shall be ratably reduced. 

‘‘(B) SPECIFIED RATE.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), the term ‘specified rate’ 
means, with respect to any calendar year, a 
percentage equal to— 

‘‘(i) the Federal long-term rate determined 
under section 1274(d)(1) for the last month of 
the calendar year, plus 

‘‘(ii) 10 percentage points. 
‘‘(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable per-

centage’ means, with respect to any applica-
ble partnership interest, the highest percent-
age of profits of the partnership that could 
be allocated with respect to such interest for 
the taxable year (consistent with the part-
nership agreement and assuming such facts 
and circumstances with respect to such tax-
able year as would result in such highest per-
centage). 

‘‘(ii) SECRETARIAL AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary shall prescribe rules for the deter-
mination of the applicable percentage in 
cases in which the percentage of profits of a 
partnership that are to be allocated with re-

spect to an applicable partnership interest 
varies on the basis of the aggregate amount 
of such profits. Such rules may provide a 
percentage which may be used in lieu of the 
highest percentage determined under clause 
(i) in cases where such other percentage is 
consistent with the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(D) AGGREGATE INVESTED CAPITAL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘aggregate in-

vested capital’ means, with respect to any 
taxable year, the average daily amount of in-
vested capital of the partnership for such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(ii) INVESTED CAPITAL.—The term ‘in-
vested capital’ means, with respect to any 
partnership as of any day, the total cumu-
lative value, determined at the time of con-
tribution, of all money or other property 
contributed to the partnership on or before 
such day. 

‘‘(iii) REDUCTION FOR LIQUIDATION OF PART-
NERSHIP INTERESTS.—The invested capital of 
a partnership shall be reduced by the aggre-
gate amount distributed in liquidation of in-
terests in the partnership. 

‘‘(iv) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN INDEBTEDNESS 
AS INVESTED CAPITAL.—The following 
amounts shall be treated as invested capital: 

‘‘(I) PARTNER LOANS.—The aggregate value 
(determined as of the time of the loan) of 
money or other property which a partner 
loans to the partnership. 

‘‘(II) INDEBTEDNESS ELIGIBLE TO SHARE IN 
EQUITY OF THE PARTNERSHIP.—The face 
amount of any convertible debt of the part-
nership or any debt obligation providing eq-
uity participation in the partnership. 

‘‘(E) SPECIFIED CAPITAL CONTRIBUTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘specified cap-

ital contribution’ means, with respect to any 
applicable partnership interest for any tax-
able year, the average daily amount of con-
tributed capital with respect to such interest 
for such year. 

‘‘(ii) CONTRIBUTED CAPITAL.—The term 
‘contributed capital’ means, with respect to 
applicable partnership interest as of any day, 
the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(I) the total cumulative value, deter-
mined at the time of contribution, of all 
money or other property contributed by the 
partner to the partnership with respect to 
such interest as of such day, over 

‘‘(II) the total cumulative value, deter-
mined at the time of distribution, of all 
money or other property distributed by the 
partnership to the partner with respect to 
such interest as of such day. 

‘‘(iii) TREATMENT OF RELATED PARTY BOR-
ROWINGS.—Any amount borrowed directly or 
indirectly from the partnership or any other 
partner of the partnership or any person re-
lated to such other partner or such partner-
ship shall not be taken into account under 
this subparagraph. For purposes of the pre-
ceding sentence, a person shall be treated as 
related to another person if the relationship 
between such persons would be described in 
section 267(b) or 707(b) if such sections and 
section 267(f) were applied by substituting ‘10 
percent’ for ‘50 percent’ each place it ap-
pears. 

‘‘(F) MULTIPLE INTERESTS.—If at any time 
during a taxable year a taxpayer holds di-
rectly or indirectly more than 1 applicable 
partnership interest in a single partnership, 
such interests shall be treated as 1 applicable 
partnership interest for purposes of applying 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) NET ORDINARY INCOME.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the net ordinary income 
with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for any taxable year is the excess (if 
any) of— 

‘‘(A) the taxpayer’s distributive share of 
items of income and gain under section 702 
with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for such taxable year (determined with-

out regard to any items of gain taken into 
account in determining net capital gain 
under subsection (b)(1)), over 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer’s distributive share of 
items of deduction and loss under section 702 
with respect to such interests for such tax-
able year (determined without regard to any 
items of loss taken into account in deter-
mining net capital gain under subsection 
(b)(1)). 

‘‘(d) APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP INTEREST.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 
partnership interest’ means any interest in a 
partnership which, directly or indirectly, is 
transferred to (or is held by) the taxpayer in 
connection with the performance of services 
by the taxpayer, or any other person, in any 
applicable trade or business. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE TRADE OR BUSINESS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 

trade or business’ means any trade or busi-
ness conducted on a regular, continuous, and 
substantial basis which, regardless of wheth-
er the activities are conducted in one or 
more entities, consists, in whole or in part, 
of— 

‘‘(i) raising or returning capital, 
‘‘(ii) investing in (or disposing of) trades or 

businesses (or identifying trades or busi-
nesses for such investing or disposition), and 

‘‘(iii) developing such trades or businesses. 
‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF RESEARCH AND EXPERI-

MENTATION ACTIVITIES.—Any activity involv-
ing research or experimentation (within the 
meaning of section 469(c)(5)) shall be treated 
as a trade or business for purposes of clauses 
(ii) and (iii) of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF REAL PROPERTY TRADES 
OR BUSINESSES.—Any activity involving real 
property development, redevelopment, con-
struction, reconstruction, acquisition, con-
version, rental, operation, management, 
leasing, or brokerage shall be treated as a 
trade or business for purposes of clauses (ii) 
and (iii) of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(e) TRANSFER OF APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP 
INTEREST TO RELATED PERSON.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer transfers 
any applicable partnership interest, directly 
or indirectly, to a person related to the tax-
payer, the taxpayer shall include in gross in-
come (as ordinary income) so much of the 
taxpayer’s recharacterization account bal-
ance for such taxable year as is allocable to 
such interest (determined in such manner as 
the Secretary may provide and reduced by 
any amount treated as ordinary income 
under subsection (a) with respect to the 
transfer of such interest). 

‘‘(2) RELATED PERSON.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, a person is related to the tax-
payer if— 

‘‘(A) the person is a member of the tax-
payer’s family within the meaning of section 
318(a)(1), or 

‘‘(B) the person performed a service within 
the current calendar year or the preceding 
three calendar years in any applicable trade 
or business in which or for which the tax-
payer performed a service. 

‘‘(f) REPORTING BY ENTITY OF TAXPAYER’S 
ANNUAL RECHARACTERIZATION AMOUNT.—A 
partnership shall report to the Secretary, 
and include with the information required to 
be furnished under section 6031(b) to each 
partner, the amount of the partner’s annual 
recharacterization amount for the taxable 
year, if any. A similar rule applies to any en-
tity that receives a report of an annual re-
characterization amount for the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(g) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 199A.—No 
item of income, gain, deduction, or loss, or 
W-2 wages, which are properly allocable to 
an applicable partnership interest shall be 
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taken into account in computing the quali-
fied business income of a taxpayer for pur-
poses of section 199A or the amount of the 
deduction under such section. 

‘‘(h) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
issue such regulations or other guidance as 
necessary to carry out this section, includ-
ing regulations— 

‘‘(1) to prevent the abuse of the purposes of 
this section, including through— 

‘‘(A) the allocation of income to tax indif-
ferent parties, or 

‘‘(B) a reduction in the invested capital of 
the partnership (including attempts to 
undervalue contributed or loaned property), 

‘‘(2) which provide that partnership inter-
ests shall not fail to be treated as trans-
ferred or held in connection with the per-
formance of services merely because the tax-
payer also made contributions to the part-
nership, 

‘‘(3) which provide for the application of 
this section in cases where the taxpayer has 
more than 1 applicable interest in a partner-
ship, and 

‘‘(4) which provide for the application of 
this section in cases of tiered structures of 
entities.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 83.—Sub-
section (e) of section 83 is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph (4), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph 
(5) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) a transfer of a partnership interest to 
which section 1061 applies.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect as if 
included in the amendments made by section 
13310 of this Act. 

SA 1682. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 104, strike line 1 and all 
that follows through page 112, line 12 and in-
sert the following: 

Subtitle B—Revenue Neutrality 
PART I—ENSURING REVENUE 

NEUTRALITY 
SEC. 12001. ADJUSTMENT OF HIGHEST RATE 

BRACKETS. 

(a) JOINT RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the 
table contained in section 1(j)(2)(A), as added 
by section 11001(a), are amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘Over $400,000 but not 
over $480,050 ................. $91,479, plus 35% of the 

excess over $400,000. 
Over $480,050 ................... $119,496.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$480,050.’’. 

(b) HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(B), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $453,350 ................. $44,348, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $453,350 ................... $133,020.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$453,350.’’. 

(c) UNMARRIED INDIVIDUALS.—The last 2 
rows of the table contained in section 
1(j)(2)(C), as added by section 11001(a), are 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $426,700 ................. $45,739.50, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $426,700 ................... $125,084.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$426,700.’’. 

(d) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPARATE 
RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the table con-
tained in section 1(j)(2)(D), as added by sec-
tion 11001(a), are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $240,026 ................. $45,739.50, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $240,026 ................... $59,748.60, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$240,026.’’. 

(e) ESTATES AND TRUSTS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(E), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $9,150 but not over 
$12,700 .......................... $1,839, plus 35% of the ex-

cess over $9,150. 
Over $12,700 ..................... $3,081.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$12,700.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12002. CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(b), as amended 
by section 13001, is amended by striking ‘‘20 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘28 percent’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2018. 
SEC. 12003. DECREASE IN ESTATE AND GIFT TAX 

EXEMPTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2010(c)(3) is 

amended by striking subparagraph (C), as 
added by this Act. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(g) of section 2001 is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(g) MODIFICATIONS TO GIFT TAX PAYABLE 
TO REFLECT DIFFERENT TAX RATES.—For pur-
poses of applying subsection (b)(2) with re-
spect to 1 or more gifts, the rates of tax 
under subsection (c) in effect at the dece-
dent’s death shall, in lieu of the rates of tax 
in effect at the time of such gifts, be used 
both to compute— 

‘‘(1) the tax imposed by chapter 12 with re-
spect to such gifts, and 

‘‘(2) the credit allowed against such tax 
under section 2505, including in computing— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit amount under 
section 2505(a)(1), and 

‘‘(B) the sum of the amounts allowed as a 
credit for all preceding periods under section 
2505(a)(2).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to estates of 
decedents dying and gifts made after Decem-
ber 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12004. ORDINARY INCOME TREATMENT IN 

THE CASE OF PARTNERSHIP INTER-
ESTS HELD IN CONNECTION WITH 
PERFORMANCE OF SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1061, as amended 
by section 13310(a) of this Act, is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1061. PARTNERSHIP INTERESTS HELD IN 

CONNECTION WITH PERFORMANCE 
OF SERVICES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If one or more applica-
ble partnership interests are held by a tax-
payer at any time during the taxable year, 
so much of— 

‘‘(1) the taxpayer’s net capital gain with 
respect to such interests for such taxable 
year, as does not exceed 

‘‘(2) the taxpayer’s recharacterization ac-
count balance for such taxable year, 
shall be treated as ordinary income. 

‘‘(b) NET CAPITAL GAIN.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-
section (a)(1), net capital gain shall be deter-
mined under section 1222, except that such 
section shall be applied— 

‘‘(A) without regard to the recharacteriza-
tion of any item as ordinary income under 
this section, 

‘‘(B) by only taking into account items of 
gain and loss— 

‘‘(i) taken into account by the taxpayer 
under section 702 with respect to any appli-
cable partnership interest, 

‘‘(ii) recognized by the taxpayer on the dis-
position of any such interest, or 

‘‘(iii) recognized by the taxpayer under 
paragraph (4) on a distribution of property 
with respect to such interest, and 

‘‘(C) in the case of a taxable year for which 
section 1231 gains (as defined in section 
1231(a)(3)(A)) exceed section 1231 losses (as 
defined in section 1231(a)(3)(B)), by treating 
property which is taken into account in de-
termining such gains and losses as capital 
assets held for more than 1 year. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO ITEMS OF GAIN.—The 
amount treated as ordinary income under 
subsection (a) shall be allocated ratably 
among the items of long-term capital gain 
taken into account in determining net cap-
ital gain under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) RECOGNITION OF GAIN ON DISPOSITION OF 
APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP INTERESTS.—Any 
gain on the disposition of any applicable 
partnership interest shall be recognized not-
withstanding any other provision of this 
title. 

‘‘(4) RECOGNITION OF GAIN ON DISTRIBUTIONS 
OF PARTNERSHIP PROPERTY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any dis-
tribution of property by a partnership with 
respect to any applicable partnership inter-
est, the partner receiving such property shall 
recognize gain equal to the excess (if any) 
of— 

‘‘(i) the fair market value of such property 
at the time of such distribution, over 

‘‘(ii) the adjusted basis of such property in 
the hands of such partner (determined with-
out regard to subparagraph (B)). 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT OF BASIS.—In the case of 
a distribution to which subparagraph (A) ap-
plies, the basis of the distributed property in 
the hands of the distributee partner shall be 
the amount determined under subparagraph 
(A)(i). 

‘‘(c) RECHARACTERIZATION ACCOUNT BAL-
ANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘recharacterization account 
balance’ means, with respect to any taxpayer 
for any taxable year, the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the taxpayer’s aggregate annual re-

characterization amounts with respect to ap-
plicable partnership interests for such tax-
able year, plus 

‘‘(ii) the taxpayer’s recharacterization ac-
count balance for the taxable year preceding 
such taxable year, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the taxpayer’s net ordinary income 

with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for such taxable year (determined with-
out regard to this section), plus 

‘‘(ii) the amount treated as ordinary in-
come of the taxpayer under this section for 
the taxable year preceding such taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL RECHARACTERIZATION 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘annual re-
characterization amount’ means, with re-
spect to any applicable partnership interest 
for any partnership taxable year, an amount 
equal to the product of— 

‘‘(i) the specified rate determined under 
subparagraph (B) for the calendar year in 
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which such taxable year begins, multiplied 
by 

‘‘(ii) the excess (if any) of— 
‘‘(I) an amount equal to the applicable per-

centage of the partnership’s aggregate in-
vested capital for such taxable year, over 

‘‘(II) the specified capital contribution of 
the partner with respect to the applicable 
partnership interest for such taxable year. 
If a taxpayer holds an applicable partnership 
interest for less than the entire taxable year, 
the amount determined under the preceding 
sentence shall be ratably reduced. 

‘‘(B) SPECIFIED RATE.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), the term ‘specified rate’ 
means, with respect to any calendar year, a 
percentage equal to— 

‘‘(i) the Federal long-term rate determined 
under section 1274(d)(1) for the last month of 
the calendar year, plus 

‘‘(ii) 10 percentage points. 
‘‘(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable per-

centage’ means, with respect to any applica-
ble partnership interest, the highest percent-
age of profits of the partnership that could 
be allocated with respect to such interest for 
the taxable year (consistent with the part-
nership agreement and assuming such facts 
and circumstances with respect to such tax-
able year as would result in such highest per-
centage). 

‘‘(ii) SECRETARIAL AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary shall prescribe rules for the deter-
mination of the applicable percentage in 
cases in which the percentage of profits of a 
partnership that are to be allocated with re-
spect to an applicable partnership interest 
varies on the basis of the aggregate amount 
of such profits. Such rules may provide a 
percentage which may be used in lieu of the 
highest percentage determined under clause 
(i) in cases where such other percentage is 
consistent with the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(D) AGGREGATE INVESTED CAPITAL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘aggregate in-

vested capital’ means, with respect to any 
taxable year, the average daily amount of in-
vested capital of the partnership for such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(ii) INVESTED CAPITAL.—The term ‘in-
vested capital’ means, with respect to any 
partnership as of any day, the total cumu-
lative value, determined at the time of con-
tribution, of all money or other property 
contributed to the partnership on or before 
such day. 

‘‘(iii) REDUCTION FOR LIQUIDATION OF PART-
NERSHIP INTERESTS.—The invested capital of 
a partnership shall be reduced by the aggre-
gate amount distributed in liquidation of in-
terests in the partnership. 

‘‘(iv) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN INDEBTEDNESS 
AS INVESTED CAPITAL.—The following 
amounts shall be treated as invested capital: 

‘‘(I) PARTNER LOANS.—The aggregate value 
(determined as of the time of the loan) of 
money or other property which a partner 
loans to the partnership. 

‘‘(II) INDEBTEDNESS ELIGIBLE TO SHARE IN 
EQUITY OF THE PARTNERSHIP.—The face 
amount of any convertible debt of the part-
nership or any debt obligation providing eq-
uity participation in the partnership. 

‘‘(E) SPECIFIED CAPITAL CONTRIBUTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘specified cap-

ital contribution’ means, with respect to any 
applicable partnership interest for any tax-
able year, the average daily amount of con-
tributed capital with respect to such interest 
for such year. 

‘‘(ii) CONTRIBUTED CAPITAL.—The term 
‘contributed capital’ means, with respect to 
applicable partnership interest as of any day, 
the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(I) the total cumulative value, deter-
mined at the time of contribution, of all 

money or other property contributed by the 
partner to the partnership with respect to 
such interest as of such day, over 

‘‘(II) the total cumulative value, deter-
mined at the time of distribution, of all 
money or other property distributed by the 
partnership to the partner with respect to 
such interest as of such day. 

‘‘(iii) TREATMENT OF RELATED PARTY BOR-
ROWINGS.—Any amount borrowed directly or 
indirectly from the partnership or any other 
partner of the partnership or any person re-
lated to such other partner or such partner-
ship shall not be taken into account under 
this subparagraph. For purposes of the pre-
ceding sentence, a person shall be treated as 
related to another person if the relationship 
between such persons would be described in 
section 267(b) or 707(b) if such sections and 
section 267(f) were applied by substituting ‘10 
percent’ for ‘50 percent’ each place it ap-
pears. 

‘‘(F) MULTIPLE INTERESTS.—If at any time 
during a taxable year a taxpayer holds di-
rectly or indirectly more than 1 applicable 
partnership interest in a single partnership, 
such interests shall be treated as 1 applicable 
partnership interest for purposes of applying 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) NET ORDINARY INCOME.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the net ordinary income 
with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for any taxable year is the excess (if 
any) of— 

‘‘(A) the taxpayer’s distributive share of 
items of income and gain under section 702 
with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for such taxable year (determined with-
out regard to any items of gain taken into 
account in determining net capital gain 
under subsection (b)(1)), over 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer’s distributive share of 
items of deduction and loss under section 702 
with respect to such interests for such tax-
able year (determined without regard to any 
items of loss taken into account in deter-
mining net capital gain under subsection 
(b)(1)). 

‘‘(d) APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP INTEREST.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 
partnership interest’ means any interest in a 
partnership which, directly or indirectly, is 
transferred to (or is held by) the taxpayer in 
connection with the performance of services 
by the taxpayer, or any other person, in any 
applicable trade or business. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE TRADE OR BUSINESS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 

trade or business’ means any trade or busi-
ness conducted on a regular, continuous, and 
substantial basis which, regardless of wheth-
er the activities are conducted in one or 
more entities, consists, in whole or in part, 
of— 

‘‘(i) raising or returning capital, 
‘‘(ii) investing in (or disposing of) trades or 

businesses (or identifying trades or busi-
nesses for such investing or disposition), and 

‘‘(iii) developing such trades or businesses. 
‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF RESEARCH AND EXPERI-

MENTATION ACTIVITIES.—Any activity involv-
ing research or experimentation (within the 
meaning of section 469(c)(5)) shall be treated 
as a trade or business for purposes of clauses 
(ii) and (iii) of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF REAL PROPERTY TRADES 
OR BUSINESSES.—Any activity involving real 
property development, redevelopment, con-
struction, reconstruction, acquisition, con-
version, rental, operation, management, 
leasing, or brokerage shall be treated as a 
trade or business for purposes of clauses (ii) 
and (iii) of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(e) TRANSFER OF APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP 
INTEREST TO RELATED PERSON.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer transfers 
any applicable partnership interest, directly 

or indirectly, to a person related to the tax-
payer, the taxpayer shall include in gross in-
come (as ordinary income) so much of the 
taxpayer’s recharacterization account bal-
ance for such taxable year as is allocable to 
such interest (determined in such manner as 
the Secretary may provide and reduced by 
any amount treated as ordinary income 
under subsection (a) with respect to the 
transfer of such interest). 

‘‘(2) RELATED PERSON.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, a person is related to the tax-
payer if— 

‘‘(A) the person is a member of the tax-
payer’s family within the meaning of section 
318(a)(1), or 

‘‘(B) the person performed a service within 
the current calendar year or the preceding 
three calendar years in any applicable trade 
or business in which or for which the tax-
payer performed a service. 

‘‘(f) REPORTING BY ENTITY OF TAXPAYER’S 
ANNUAL RECHARACTERIZATION AMOUNT.—A 
partnership shall report to the Secretary, 
and include with the information required to 
be furnished under section 6031(b) to each 
partner, the amount of the partner’s annual 
recharacterization amount for the taxable 
year, if any. A similar rule applies to any en-
tity that receives a report of an annual re-
characterization amount for the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(g) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 199A.—No 
item of income, gain, deduction, or loss, or 
W-2 wages, which are properly allocable to 
an applicable partnership interest shall be 
taken into account in computing the quali-
fied business income of a taxpayer for pur-
poses of section 199A or the amount of the 
deduction under such section. 

‘‘(h) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
issue such regulations or other guidance as 
necessary to carry out this section, includ-
ing regulations— 

‘‘(1) to prevent the abuse of the purposes of 
this section, including through— 

‘‘(A) the allocation of income to tax indif-
ferent parties, or 

‘‘(B) a reduction in the invested capital of 
the partnership (including attempts to 
undervalue contributed or loaned property), 

‘‘(2) which provide that partnership inter-
ests shall not fail to be treated as trans-
ferred or held in connection with the per-
formance of services merely because the tax-
payer also made contributions to the part-
nership, 

‘‘(3) which provide for the application of 
this section in cases where the taxpayer has 
more than 1 applicable interest in a partner-
ship, and 

‘‘(4) which provide for the application of 
this section in cases of tiered structures of 
entities.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 83.—Sub-
section (e) of section 83 is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph (4), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph 
(5) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) a transfer of a partnership interest to 
which section 1061 applies.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect as if 
included in the amendments made by section 
13310 of this Act. 

PART II—FISCAL COMMISSION ON 
REVENUE NEUTRALITY ALTERNATIVES 

SEC. 12010. ESTABLISHMENT OF FISCAL COMMIS-
SION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this part: 
(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘fiscal commis-

sion’’ means the Fiscal Commission on Rev-
enue Neutrality Alternatives established 
under subsection (b)(1). 

(2) FISCAL COMMISSION BILL.—The term 
‘‘fiscal commission bill’’ means a bill con-
sisting of the proposed legislative language 
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of the fiscal commission recommended under 
subsection (b)(3)(B)(i)(II) and introduced 
under section 12011. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF FISCAL COMMIS-
SION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
joint select committee of Congress to be 
known as the ‘‘Fiscal Commission on Rev-
enue Neutrality Alternatives’’. 

(2) GOAL.—The goal of the fiscal commis-
sion shall be to increase revenue to the 
Treasury over the period of fiscal years 2018 
to 2027 by an amount that is not less than 
the amount by which such revenue would be 
increased over such period as a result of the 
amendments made by part I of this subtitle. 

(3) DUTIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The fiscal commission 

shall provide recommendations and legisla-
tive language for increasing revenue as an 
alternative to the amendments made by part 
I of this subtitle. 

(B) REPORT, RECOMMENDATIONS, AND LEGIS-
LATIVE LANGUAGE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
15, 2018, the fiscal commission shall vote on— 

(I) a report that contains a detailed state-
ment of the findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations of the fiscal commission and 
the estimate of the Congressional Budget Of-
fice required by paragraph (5)(D)(ii); and 

(II) proposed legislative language to carry 
out such recommendations as described in 
subclause (I), which— 

(aa) would repeal or modify some or all of 
the amendments made by part I of this sub-
title; 

(bb) relates only to revenue; and 
(cc) if enacted into law, would result in an 

increase in revenue to the Treasury over the 
period of fiscal years 2018 to 2027 in an 
amount that is not less than the amount by 
which such revenue would be increased over 
such period as a result of the amendments 
made by part I of this subtitle. 

Any change to the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives or the Standing Rules of the 
Senate included in the report or legislative 
language shall be considered to be merely 
advisory. 

(ii) APPROVAL OF REPORT AND LEGISLATIVE 
LANGUAGE.—The report of the fiscal commis-
sion and the proposed legislative language 
described in clause (i) shall require the ap-
proval of a majority of the members of the 
fiscal commission. 

(iii) TRANSMISSION OF REPORT AND LEGISLA-
TIVE LANGUAGE.—If the report and legislative 
language are approved by the fiscal commis-
sion pursuant to clause (ii), then not later 
than November 15, 2018, the fiscal commis-
sion shall submit the fiscal commission re-
port and legislative language described in 
clause (i) to the President, the Vice Presi-
dent, the Speaker of the House of Represent-
atives, and the majority and minority Lead-
ers of each House of Congress. 

(4) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The fiscal commission 

shall be composed of 12 members appointed 
pursuant to subparagraph (B). 

(B) APPOINTMENT.—Members of the fiscal 
commission shall be appointed as follows: 

(i) The majority leader of the Senate shall 
appoint 3 members from among Members of 
the Senate. 

(ii) The minority leader of the Senate shall 
appoint 3 members from among Members of 
the Senate. 

(iii) The Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall appoint 3 members from 
among Members of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(iv) The minority leader of the House of 
Representatives shall appoint 3 members 
from among Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

(C) CO-CHAIRS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—There shall be two Co- 

Chairs of the fiscal commission. The major-
ity leader of the Senate shall appoint one Co- 
Chair from among the members of the fiscal 
commission. The Speaker of the House of 
Representatives shall appoint the second Co- 
Chair from among the members of the fiscal 
commission. The Co-Chairs shall be ap-
pointed not later than 14 calendar days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(ii) STAFF DIRECTOR.—The Co-Chairs, act-
ing jointly, shall hire the staff director of 
the fiscal commission. 

(D) DATE.—Members of the fiscal commis-
sion shall be appointed not later than 14 cal-
endar days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(E) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for the life of the fiscal 
commission. Any vacancy in the fiscal com-
mission shall not affect its powers, but shall 
be filled not later than 14 calendar days after 
the date on which the vacancy occurs, in the 
same manner as the original designation was 
made. If a member of the fiscal commission 
ceases to be a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives or the Senate, as the case may 
be, the member is no longer a member of the 
fiscal commission and a vacancy shall exist. 

(5) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To enable the fiscal com-

mission to exercise its powers, functions, and 
duties, there are authorized to be disbursed 
by the Senate the actual and necessary ex-
penses of the fiscal commission approved by 
the co-chairs, subject to the rules and regu-
lations of the Senate. 

(B) EXPENSES.—In carrying out its func-
tions, the fiscal commission is authorized to 
incur expenses in the same manner and 
under the same conditions as the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee is authorized by section 11 
of Public Law 79–304 (15 U.S.C. 1024 (d)). 

(C) QUORUM.—Seven members of the fiscal 
commission shall constitute a quorum for 
purposes of voting, meeting, and holding 
hearings. 

(D) VOTING.— 
(i) PROXY VOTING.—No proxy voting shall 

be allowed on behalf of the members of the 
fiscal commission. 

(ii) CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTI-
MATES.—The Congressional Budget Office 
shall provide estimates of the legislation (as 
described in paragraph (3)(B)) in accordance 
with sections 308(a) and 201(f) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 639(a) and 
601(f))(including estimates of the effect of in-
terest payment on the debt). The fiscal com-
mission may not vote on any version of the 
report, recommendations, or legislative lan-
guage unless such estimates are available for 
consideration by all members of the fiscal 
commission at least 48 hours prior to the 
vote as certified by the Co-Chairs. 

(E) MEETINGS.— 
(i) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 45 cal-

endar days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the fiscal commission shall hold its 
first meeting. 

(ii) AGENDA.—The Co-Chairs of the fiscal 
commission shall provide an agenda to the 
fiscal commission members not less than 48 
hours in advance of any meeting. 

(F) HEARINGS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The fiscal commission 

may, for the purpose of carrying out this sec-
tion, hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, require attendance of wit-
nesses and production of books, papers, and 
documents, take such testimony, receive 
such evidence, and administer such oaths as 
the fiscal commission considers advisable. 

(ii) HEARING PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES OF CO-CHAIRS.— 

(I) ANNOUNCEMENT.—The Co-Chairs of the 
fiscal commission shall make a public an-

nouncement of the date, place, time, and 
subject matter of any hearing to be con-
ducted, not less than 7 days in advance of 
such hearing, unless the Co-Chairs determine 
that there is good cause to begin such hear-
ing at an earlier date. 

(II) WRITTEN STATEMENT.—A witness ap-
pearing before the fiscal commission shall 
file a written statement of proposed testi-
mony at least 2 calendar days before the ap-
pearance of the witness, unless the require-
ment is waived by the Co-Chairs, following 
their determination that there is good cause 
for failure to comply with such requirement. 

(G) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Upon written 
request of the Co-Chairs, a Federal agency 
shall provide technical assistance to the fis-
cal commission in order for the fiscal com-
mission to carry out its duties. 

(c) STAFF OF FISCAL COMMISSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Co-Chairs of the fis-

cal commission may jointly appoint and fix 
the compensation of staff as they deem nec-
essary, within the guidelines for employees 
of the Senate and following all applicable 
rules and employment requirements of the 
Senate. 

(2) ETHICAL STANDARDS.—Members on the 
fiscal commission who serve in the House of 
Representatives shall be governed by the 
ethics rules and requirements of the House. 
Members of the Senate who serve on the fis-
cal commission and staff of the fiscal com-
mission shall comply with the ethics rules of 
the Senate. 

(d) TERMINATION.—The fiscal commission 
shall terminate on January 1, 2019. 
SEC. 12011. EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF FIS-

CAL COMMISSION RECOMMENDA-
TIONS. 

(a) INTRODUCTION.—If approved by the ma-
jority required by section 12010(b)(3)(B)(ii), 
the proposed legislative language submitted 
pursuant to section 12010(b)(3)(B)(iii) shall be 
introduced in the Senate (by request) on the 
next day on which the Senate is in session by 
the majority leader of the Senate or by a 
Member of the Senate designated by the ma-
jority leader of the Senate and shall be in-
troduced in the House of Representatives (by 
request) on the next legislative day by the 
majority leader of the House or by a Member 
of the House designated by the majority 
leader of the House. 

(b) CONSIDERATION IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES.— 

(1) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—Any com-
mittee of the House of Representatives to 
which a fiscal commission bill is referred 
shall report it to the House without amend-
ment not later than 5 calendar days after the 
date of introduction of a fiscal commission 
bill described in subsection (a). If a com-
mittee fails to report the fiscal commission 
bill within that period, the committee shall 
be discharged from further consideration of 
the fiscal commission bill and the fiscal 
commission bill shall be referred to the ap-
propriate calendar. 

(2) PROCEEDING TO CONSIDERATION.—After 
each committee authorized to consider a fis-
cal commission bill reports it to the House 
or has been discharged from its consider-
ation, it shall be in order, not later than the 
sixth day after introduction of a fiscal com-
mission bill under subsection (a), to move to 
proceed to consider the fiscal commission 
bill in the House. All points of order against 
the motion are waived. Such a motion shall 
not be in order after the House has disposed 
of a motion to proceed on a fiscal commis-
sion bill addressing a particular submission. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the motion to its adoption with-
out intervening motion. The motion shall 
not be debatable. A motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion is disposed of shall 
not be in order. 
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(3) CONSIDERATION.—The fiscal commission 

bill shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against the fiscal commission bill and 
against its consideration are waived. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the fiscal commission bill to its 
passage without intervening motion except 
two hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent. A 
motion to reconsider the vote on passage of 
the fiscal commission bill shall not be in 
order. 

(4) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—The vote on passage 
of the fiscal commission bill shall occur not 
later than November 30, 2018. 

(c) EXPEDITED PROCEDURE IN THE SENATE.— 
(1) COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION.—A fiscal 

commission bill introduced in the Senate 
under subsection (a) shall be jointly referred 
to the committee or committees of jurisdic-
tion, which committees shall report the bill 
without any revision and with a favorable 
recommendation, an unfavorable rec-
ommendation, or without recommendation, 
not later than 5 calendar days after the date 
of introduction described in subsection (a). If 
any committee fails to report the bill within 
that period, that committee shall be auto-
matically discharged from consideration of 
the bill, and the bill shall be placed on the 
appropriate calendar. 

(2) MOTION TO PROCEED.—Notwithstanding 
Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, it is in order, not later than 2 days of 
session after the date on which a fiscal com-
mission bill is reported or discharged from 
all committees to which it was referred, for 
the majority leader of the Senate or the ma-
jority leader’s designee to move to proceed 
to the consideration of the fiscal commission 
bill. It shall also be in order for any Member 
of the Senate to move to proceed to the con-
sideration of the fiscal commission bill at 
any time after the conclusion of such 2-day 
period. A motion to proceed is in order even 
though a previous motion to the same effect 
has been disagreed to. All points of order 
against the motion to proceed to the fiscal 
commission bill are waived. The motion to 
proceed is not debatable. The motion is not 
subject to a motion to postpone. A motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the motion is 
agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in 
order. If a motion to proceed to the consider-
ation of the fiscal commission bill is agreed 
to, the fiscal commission bill shall remain 
the unfinished business until disposed of. 

(3) CONSIDERATION.—All points of order 
against the fiscal commission bill and 
against consideration of the fiscal commis-
sion bill are waived. Consideration of the fis-
cal commission bill and of all debatable mo-
tions and appeals in connection therewith 
shall not exceed a total of 30 hours which 
shall be divided equally between the Major-
ity and Minority Leaders or their designees. 
A motion further to limit debate on the fis-
cal commission bill is in order, shall require 
an affirmative vote of three-fifths of the 
Members duly chosen and sworn, and is not 
debatable. Any debatable motion or appeal is 
debatable for not to exceed 1 hour, to be di-
vided equally between those favoring and 
those opposing the motion or appeal. All 
time used for consideration of the fiscal 
commission bill, including time used for 
quorum calls and voting, shall be counted 
against the total 30 hours of consideration. 

(4) NO AMENDMENTS.—An amendment to 
the fiscal commission bill, or a motion to 
postpone, or a motion to proceed to the con-
sideration of other business, or a motion to 
recommit the fiscal commission bill, is not 
in order. 

(5) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—If the Senate has 
voted to proceed to the fiscal commission 
bill, the vote on passage of the fiscal com-
mission bill shall occur immediately fol-

lowing the conclusion of the debate on a fis-
cal commission bill, and a single quorum call 
at the conclusion of the debate if requested. 
The vote on passage of the fiscal commission 
bill shall occur not later than December 15, 
2018. 

(6) RULINGS OF THE CHAIR ON PROCEDURE.— 
Appeals from the decisions of the Chair re-
lating to the application of the rules of the 
Senate, as the case may be, to the procedure 
relating to a fiscal commission bill shall be 
decided without debate. 

(d) AMENDMENT.—The fiscal commission 
bill shall not be subject to amendment in ei-
ther the House of Representatives or the 
Senate. 

(e) CONSIDERATION BY THE OTHER HOUSE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If, before passing the fis-

cal commission bill, one House receives from 
the other a fiscal commission bill— 

(A) the fiscal commission bill of the other 
House shall not be referred to a committee; 
and 

(B) the procedure in the receiving House 
shall be the same as if no fiscal commission 
bill had been received from the other House 
until the vote on passage, when the fiscal 
commission bill received from the other 
House shall supplant the fiscal commission 
bill of the receiving House. 

(2) REVENUE MEASURE.—This subsection 
shall not apply to the House of Representa-
tives if the fiscal commission bill received 
from the Senate is a revenue measure. 

(f) RULES TO COORDINATE ACTION WITH 
OTHER HOUSE.— 

(1) TREATMENT OF FISCAL COMMISSION BILL 
OF OTHER HOUSE.—If the Senate fails to intro-
duce or consider a fiscal commission bill 
under this section, the fiscal commission bill 
of the House shall be entitled to expedited 
floor procedures under this section. 

(2) TREATMENT OF COMPANION MEASURES IN 
THE SENATE.—If following passage of the fis-
cal commission bill in the Senate, the Sen-
ate then receives the fiscal commission bill 
from the House of Representatives, the 
House-passed fiscal commission bill shall not 
be debatable. The vote on passage of the fis-
cal commission bill in the Senate shall be 
considered to be the vote on passage of the 
fiscal commission bill received from the 
House of Representatives. 

(3) VETOES.—If the President vetoes the fis-
cal commission bill, debate on a veto mes-
sage in the Senate under this section shall be 
1 hour equally divided between the majority 
and minority leaders or their designees. 

(g) LOSS OF PRIVILEGE.—The provisions of 
this section shall cease to apply to the fiscal 
commission bill if— 

(1) the fiscal commission fails to vote on 
the report or proposed legislative language 
required under section 12010(b)(3)(B)(i) not 
later than November 15, 2018; 

(2) the fiscal commission bill does not meet 
the requirements of section 
12010(b)(3)(B)(i)(II); or 

(3) the fiscal commission bill does not pass 
both Houses not later than December 15, 
2018. 
SEC. 12012. FUNDING. 

Funding for the fiscal commission shall be 
derived in equal portions from— 

(1) the applicable accounts of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(2) the contingent fund of the Senate from 
the appropriations account ‘‘Miscellaneous 
Items’’, subject to the rules and regulations 
of the Senate. 
SEC. 12013. RULEMAKING. 

The provisions of this part are enacted by 
Congress— 

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, respectively, and as such they shall be 
considered as part of the rules of each House, 

respectively, or of that House to which they 
specifically apply, and such rules shall su-
persede other rules only to the extent that 
they are inconsistent therewith; and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change such 
rules (so far as relating to such House) at 
any time, in the same manner, and to the 
same extent as in the case of any other rule 
of such House. 

SA 1683. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 104, strike line 1 and all 
that follows through page 112, line 12 and in-
sert the following: 

Subtitle B—Revenue Neutrality 
PART I—ENSURING REVENUE 

NEUTRALITY 
SEC. 12001. ADJUSTMENT OF HIGHEST RATE 

BRACKETS. 
(a) JOINT RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the 

table contained in section 1(j)(2)(A), as added 
by section 11001(a), are amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘Over $400,000 but not over 
$480,050 ....................................... $91,479, plus 35% of the excess 

over $400,000. 
Over $480,050 ................................... $119,496.50, plus 39.6% of the ex-

cess over $480,050.’’. 

(b) HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(B), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not over 
$453,350 ....................................... $44,348, plus 35% of the excess 

over $200,000. 
Over $453,350 ................................... $133,020.50, plus 39.6% of the ex-

cess over $453,350.’’. 

(c) UNMARRIED INDIVIDUALS.—The last 2 
rows of the table contained in section 
1(j)(2)(C), as added by section 11001(a), are 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not over 
$426,700 ....................................... $45,739.50, plus 35% of the excess 

over $200,000. 
Over $426,700 ................................... $125,084.50, plus 39.6% of the ex-

cess over $426,700.’’. 

(d) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPARATE 
RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the table con-
tained in section 1(j)(2)(D), as added by sec-
tion 11001(a), are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not over 
$240,026 ....................................... $45,739.50, plus 35% of the excess 

over $200,000. 
Over $240,026 ................................... $59,748.60, plus 39.6% of the ex-

cess over $240,026.’’. 

(e) ESTATES AND TRUSTS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(E), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $9,150 but not over $12,700 $1,839, plus 35% of the excess over 
$9,150. 

Over $12,700 ..................................... $3,081.50, plus 39.6% of the excess 
over $12,700.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12002. CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(b), as amended 
by section 13001, is amended by striking ‘‘20 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘28 percent’’. 
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2018. 
SEC. 12003. DECREASE IN ESTATE AND GIFT TAX 

EXEMPTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2010(c)(3) is 

amended by striking subparagraph (C), as 
added by this Act. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(g) of section 2001 is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(g) MODIFICATIONS TO GIFT TAX PAYABLE 
TO REFLECT DIFFERENT TAX RATES.—For pur-
poses of applying subsection (b)(2) with re-
spect to 1 or more gifts, the rates of tax 
under subsection (c) in effect at the dece-
dent’s death shall, in lieu of the rates of tax 
in effect at the time of such gifts, be used 
both to compute— 

‘‘(1) the tax imposed by chapter 12 with re-
spect to such gifts, and 

‘‘(2) the credit allowed against such tax 
under section 2505, including in computing— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit amount under 
section 2505(a)(1), and 

‘‘(B) the sum of the amounts allowed as a 
credit for all preceding periods under section 
2505(a)(2).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to estates of 
decedents dying and gifts made after Decem-
ber 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12004. ORDINARY INCOME TREATMENT IN 

THE CASE OF PARTNERSHIP INTER-
ESTS HELD IN CONNECTION WITH 
PERFORMANCE OF SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1061, as amended 
by section 13310(a) of this Act, is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1061. PARTNERSHIP INTERESTS HELD IN 

CONNECTION WITH PERFORMANCE 
OF SERVICES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If one or more applica-
ble partnership interests are held by a tax-
payer at any time during the taxable year, 
so much of— 

‘‘(1) the taxpayer’s net capital gain with 
respect to such interests for such taxable 
year, as does not exceed 

‘‘(2) the taxpayer’s recharacterization ac-
count balance for such taxable year, 
shall be treated as ordinary income. 

‘‘(b) NET CAPITAL GAIN.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a)(1), net capital gain shall be deter-
mined under section 1222, except that such 
section shall be applied— 

‘‘(A) without regard to the recharacteriza-
tion of any item as ordinary income under 
this section, 

‘‘(B) by only taking into account items of 
gain and loss— 

‘‘(i) taken into account by the taxpayer 
under section 702 with respect to any appli-
cable partnership interest, 

‘‘(ii) recognized by the taxpayer on the dis-
position of any such interest, or 

‘‘(iii) recognized by the taxpayer under 
paragraph (4) on a distribution of property 
with respect to such interest, and 

‘‘(C) in the case of a taxable year for which 
section 1231 gains (as defined in section 
1231(a)(3)(A)) exceed section 1231 losses (as 
defined in section 1231(a)(3)(B)), by treating 
property which is taken into account in de-
termining such gains and losses as capital 
assets held for more than 1 year. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO ITEMS OF GAIN.—The 
amount treated as ordinary income under 
subsection (a) shall be allocated ratably 
among the items of long-term capital gain 
taken into account in determining net cap-
ital gain under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) RECOGNITION OF GAIN ON DISPOSITION OF 
APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP INTERESTS.—Any 
gain on the disposition of any applicable 
partnership interest shall be recognized not-
withstanding any other provision of this 
title. 

‘‘(4) RECOGNITION OF GAIN ON DISTRIBUTIONS 
OF PARTNERSHIP PROPERTY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any dis-
tribution of property by a partnership with 
respect to any applicable partnership inter-
est, the partner receiving such property shall 
recognize gain equal to the excess (if any) 
of— 

‘‘(i) the fair market value of such property 
at the time of such distribution, over 

‘‘(ii) the adjusted basis of such property in 
the hands of such partner (determined with-
out regard to subparagraph (B)). 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT OF BASIS.—In the case of 
a distribution to which subparagraph (A) ap-
plies, the basis of the distributed property in 
the hands of the distributee partner shall be 
the amount determined under subparagraph 
(A)(i). 

‘‘(c) RECHARACTERIZATION ACCOUNT BAL-
ANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘recharacterization account 
balance’ means, with respect to any taxpayer 
for any taxable year, the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the taxpayer’s aggregate annual re-

characterization amounts with respect to ap-
plicable partnership interests for such tax-
able year, plus 

‘‘(ii) the taxpayer’s recharacterization ac-
count balance for the taxable year preceding 
such taxable year, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the taxpayer’s net ordinary income 

with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for such taxable year (determined with-
out regard to this section), plus 

‘‘(ii) the amount treated as ordinary in-
come of the taxpayer under this section for 
the taxable year preceding such taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL RECHARACTERIZATION 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘annual re-
characterization amount’ means, with re-
spect to any applicable partnership interest 
for any partnership taxable year, an amount 
equal to the product of— 

‘‘(i) the specified rate determined under 
subparagraph (B) for the calendar year in 
which such taxable year begins, multiplied 
by 

‘‘(ii) the excess (if any) of— 
‘‘(I) an amount equal to the applicable per-

centage of the partnership’s aggregate in-
vested capital for such taxable year, over 

‘‘(II) the specified capital contribution of 
the partner with respect to the applicable 
partnership interest for such taxable year. 
If a taxpayer holds an applicable partnership 
interest for less than the entire taxable year, 
the amount determined under the preceding 
sentence shall be ratably reduced. 

‘‘(B) SPECIFIED RATE.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), the term ‘specified rate’ 
means, with respect to any calendar year, a 
percentage equal to— 

‘‘(i) the Federal long-term rate determined 
under section 1274(d)(1) for the last month of 
the calendar year, plus 

‘‘(ii) 10 percentage points. 
‘‘(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable per-

centage’ means, with respect to any applica-
ble partnership interest, the highest percent-
age of profits of the partnership that could 
be allocated with respect to such interest for 
the taxable year (consistent with the part-
nership agreement and assuming such facts 
and circumstances with respect to such tax-
able year as would result in such highest per-
centage). 

‘‘(ii) SECRETARIAL AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary shall prescribe rules for the deter-
mination of the applicable percentage in 
cases in which the percentage of profits of a 
partnership that are to be allocated with re-

spect to an applicable partnership interest 
varies on the basis of the aggregate amount 
of such profits. Such rules may provide a 
percentage which may be used in lieu of the 
highest percentage determined under clause 
(i) in cases where such other percentage is 
consistent with the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(D) AGGREGATE INVESTED CAPITAL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘aggregate in-

vested capital’ means, with respect to any 
taxable year, the average daily amount of in-
vested capital of the partnership for such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(ii) INVESTED CAPITAL.—The term ‘in-
vested capital’ means, with respect to any 
partnership as of any day, the total cumu-
lative value, determined at the time of con-
tribution, of all money or other property 
contributed to the partnership on or before 
such day. 

‘‘(iii) REDUCTION FOR LIQUIDATION OF PART-
NERSHIP INTERESTS.—The invested capital of 
a partnership shall be reduced by the aggre-
gate amount distributed in liquidation of in-
terests in the partnership. 

‘‘(iv) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN INDEBTEDNESS 
AS INVESTED CAPITAL.—The following 
amounts shall be treated as invested capital: 

‘‘(I) PARTNER LOANS.—The aggregate value 
(determined as of the time of the loan) of 
money or other property which a partner 
loans to the partnership. 

‘‘(II) INDEBTEDNESS ELIGIBLE TO SHARE IN 
EQUITY OF THE PARTNERSHIP.—The face 
amount of any convertible debt of the part-
nership or any debt obligation providing eq-
uity participation in the partnership. 

‘‘(E) SPECIFIED CAPITAL CONTRIBUTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘specified cap-

ital contribution’ means, with respect to any 
applicable partnership interest for any tax-
able year, the average daily amount of con-
tributed capital with respect to such interest 
for such year. 

‘‘(ii) CONTRIBUTED CAPITAL.—The term 
‘contributed capital’ means, with respect to 
applicable partnership interest as of any day, 
the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(I) the total cumulative value, deter-
mined at the time of contribution, of all 
money or other property contributed by the 
partner to the partnership with respect to 
such interest as of such day, over 

‘‘(II) the total cumulative value, deter-
mined at the time of distribution, of all 
money or other property distributed by the 
partnership to the partner with respect to 
such interest as of such day. 

‘‘(iii) TREATMENT OF RELATED PARTY BOR-
ROWINGS.—Any amount borrowed directly or 
indirectly from the partnership or any other 
partner of the partnership or any person re-
lated to such other partner or such partner-
ship shall not be taken into account under 
this subparagraph. For purposes of the pre-
ceding sentence, a person shall be treated as 
related to another person if the relationship 
between such persons would be described in 
section 267(b) or 707(b) if such sections and 
section 267(f) were applied by substituting ‘10 
percent’ for ‘50 percent’ each place it ap-
pears. 

‘‘(F) MULTIPLE INTERESTS.—If at any time 
during a taxable year a taxpayer holds di-
rectly or indirectly more than 1 applicable 
partnership interest in a single partnership, 
such interests shall be treated as 1 applicable 
partnership interest for purposes of applying 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) NET ORDINARY INCOME.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the net ordinary income 
with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for any taxable year is the excess (if 
any) of— 

‘‘(A) the taxpayer’s distributive share of 
items of income and gain under section 702 
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with respect to applicable partnership inter-
ests for such taxable year (determined with-
out regard to any items of gain taken into 
account in determining net capital gain 
under subsection (b)(1)), over 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer’s distributive share of 
items of deduction and loss under section 702 
with respect to such interests for such tax-
able year (determined without regard to any 
items of loss taken into account in deter-
mining net capital gain under subsection 
(b)(1)). 

‘‘(d) APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP INTEREST.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 
partnership interest’ means any interest in a 
partnership which, directly or indirectly, is 
transferred to (or is held by) the taxpayer in 
connection with the performance of services 
by the taxpayer, or any other person, in any 
applicable trade or business. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE TRADE OR BUSINESS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 

trade or business’ means any trade or busi-
ness conducted on a regular, continuous, and 
substantial basis which, regardless of wheth-
er the activities are conducted in one or 
more entities, consists, in whole or in part, 
of— 

‘‘(i) raising or returning capital, 
‘‘(ii) investing in (or disposing of) trades or 

businesses (or identifying trades or busi-
nesses for such investing or disposition), and 

‘‘(iii) developing such trades or businesses. 
‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF RESEARCH AND EXPERI-

MENTATION ACTIVITIES.—Any activity involv-
ing research or experimentation (within the 
meaning of section 469(c)(5)) shall be treated 
as a trade or business for purposes of clauses 
(ii) and (iii) of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF REAL PROPERTY TRADES 
OR BUSINESSES.—Any activity involving real 
property development, redevelopment, con-
struction, reconstruction, acquisition, con-
version, rental, operation, management, 
leasing, or brokerage shall be treated as a 
trade or business for purposes of clauses (ii) 
and (iii) of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(e) TRANSFER OF APPLICABLE PARTNERSHIP 
INTEREST TO RELATED PERSON.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer transfers 
any applicable partnership interest, directly 
or indirectly, to a person related to the tax-
payer, the taxpayer shall include in gross in-
come (as ordinary income) so much of the 
taxpayer’s recharacterization account bal-
ance for such taxable year as is allocable to 
such interest (determined in such manner as 
the Secretary may provide and reduced by 
any amount treated as ordinary income 
under subsection (a) with respect to the 
transfer of such interest). 

‘‘(2) RELATED PERSON.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, a person is related to the tax-
payer if— 

‘‘(A) the person is a member of the tax-
payer’s family within the meaning of section 
318(a)(1), or 

‘‘(B) the person performed a service within 
the current calendar year or the preceding 
three calendar years in any applicable trade 
or business in which or for which the tax-
payer performed a service. 

‘‘(f) REPORTING BY ENTITY OF TAXPAYER’S 
ANNUAL RECHARACTERIZATION AMOUNT.—A 
partnership shall report to the Secretary, 
and include with the information required to 
be furnished under section 6031(b) to each 
partner, the amount of the partner’s annual 
recharacterization amount for the taxable 
year, if any. A similar rule applies to any en-
tity that receives a report of an annual re-
characterization amount for the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(g) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 199A.—No 
item of income, gain, deduction, or loss, or 
W-2 wages, which are properly allocable to 
an applicable partnership interest shall be 

taken into account in computing the quali-
fied business income of a taxpayer for pur-
poses of section 199A or the amount of the 
deduction under such section. 

‘‘(h) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
issue such regulations or other guidance as 
necessary to carry out this section, includ-
ing regulations— 

‘‘(1) to prevent the abuse of the purposes of 
this section, including through— 

‘‘(A) the allocation of income to tax indif-
ferent parties, or 

‘‘(B) a reduction in the invested capital of 
the partnership (including attempts to 
undervalue contributed or loaned property), 

‘‘(2) which provide that partnership inter-
ests shall not fail to be treated as trans-
ferred or held in connection with the per-
formance of services merely because the tax-
payer also made contributions to the part-
nership, 

‘‘(3) which provide for the application of 
this section in cases where the taxpayer has 
more than 1 applicable interest in a partner-
ship, and 

‘‘(4) which provide for the application of 
this section in cases of tiered structures of 
entities.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 83.—Sub-
section (e) of section 83 is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph (4), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph 
(5) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) a transfer of a partnership interest to 
which section 1061 applies.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect as if 
included in the amendments made by section 
13310 of this Act. 

PART II—FISCAL COMMISSION ON 
REVENUE NEUTRALITY ALTERNATIVES 

SEC. 12010. ESTABLISHMENT OF FISCAL COMMIS-
SION. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this part: 
(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘fiscal commis-

sion’’ means the Fiscal Commission on Rev-
enue Neutrality Alternatives established 
under subsection (b)(1). 

(2) FISCAL COMMISSION BILL.—The term 
‘‘fiscal commission bill’’ means a bill con-
sisting of the proposed legislative language 
of the fiscal commission recommended under 
subsection (b)(3)(B)(i)(II) and introduced 
under section 12011. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF FISCAL COMMIS-
SION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
joint select committee of Congress to be 
known as the ‘‘Fiscal Commission on Rev-
enue Neutrality Alternatives’’. 

(2) GOAL.—The goal of the fiscal commis-
sion shall be to reduce the deficit over the 
period of fiscal years 2018 through 2027 by an 
amount that is not less than the amount by 
which the amendments made by part I of 
this subtitle would reduce the deficit over 
such period.. 

(3) DUTIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The fiscal commission 

shall provide recommendations and legisla-
tive language for alternatives to the amend-
ments made in part I of this subtitle that 
would reduce the deficit over the period of 
fiscal years 2018 through 2027 by an amount 
that is not less than the amount by which 
the amendments made by part I of this sub-
title would reduce the deficit over such pe-
riod. 

(B) REPORT, RECOMMENDATIONS, AND LEGIS-
LATIVE LANGUAGE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
15, 2018, the fiscal commission shall vote on— 

(I) a report that contains a detailed state-
ment of the findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations of the fiscal commission and 
the estimate of the Congressional Budget Of-
fice required by paragraph (5)(D)(ii); and 

(II) proposed legislative language to carry 
out such recommendations as described in 
subclause (I) that— 

(aa) would repeal or modify some or all of 
the amendments made by part I of this sub-
title; 

(bb) consists only of provisions which 
would result in changes in outlays or reve-
nues; and 

(cc) if enacted into law, would reduce the 
deficit over the period of fiscal years 2018 
through 2027 by an amount that is not less 
than the amount by which the amendments 
made by part I of this subtitle would reduce 
the deficit over such period. 

Any change to the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives or the Standing Rules of the 
Senate included in the report or legislative 
language shall be considered to be merely 
advisory. 

(ii) APPROVAL OF REPORT AND LEGISLATIVE 
LANGUAGE.—The report of the fiscal commis-
sion and the proposed legislative language 
described in clause (i) shall require the ap-
proval of a majority of the members of the 
fiscal commission. 

(iii) TRANSMISSION OF REPORT AND LEGISLA-
TIVE LANGUAGE.—If the report and legislative 
language are approved by the fiscal commis-
sion pursuant to clause (ii), then not later 
than November 15, 2018, the fiscal commis-
sion shall submit the fiscal commission re-
port and legislative language described in 
clause (i) to the President, the Vice Presi-
dent, the Speaker of the House of Represent-
atives, and the majority and minority Lead-
ers of each House of Congress. 

(4) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The fiscal commission 

shall be composed of 12 members appointed 
pursuant to subparagraph (B). 

(B) APPOINTMENT.—Members of the fiscal 
commission shall be appointed as follows: 

(i) The majority leader of the Senate shall 
appoint 3 members from among Members of 
the Senate. 

(ii) The minority leader of the Senate shall 
appoint 3 members from among Members of 
the Senate. 

(iii) The Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall appoint 3 members from 
among Members of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(iv) The minority leader of the House of 
Representatives shall appoint 3 members 
from among Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

(C) CO-CHAIRS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—There shall be two Co- 

Chairs of the fiscal commission. The major-
ity leader of the Senate shall appoint one Co- 
Chair from among the members of the fiscal 
commission. The Speaker of the House of 
Representatives shall appoint the second Co- 
Chair from among the members of the fiscal 
commission. The Co-Chairs shall be ap-
pointed not later than 14 calendar days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(ii) STAFF DIRECTOR.—The Co-Chairs, act-
ing jointly, shall hire the staff director of 
the fiscal commission. 

(D) DATE.—Members of the fiscal commis-
sion shall be appointed not later than 14 cal-
endar days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(E) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for the life of the fiscal 
commission. Any vacancy in the fiscal com-
mission shall not affect its powers, but shall 
be filled not later than 14 calendar days after 
the date on which the vacancy occurs, in the 
same manner as the original designation was 
made. If a member of the fiscal commission 
ceases to be a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives or the Senate, as the case may 
be, the member is no longer a member of the 
fiscal commission and a vacancy shall exist. 
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(5) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To enable the fiscal com-

mission to exercise its powers, functions, and 
duties, there are authorized to be disbursed 
by the Senate the actual and necessary ex-
penses of the fiscal commission approved by 
the co-chairs, subject to the rules and regu-
lations of the Senate. 

(B) EXPENSES.—In carrying out its func-
tions, the fiscal commission is authorized to 
incur expenses in the same manner and 
under the same conditions as the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee is authorized by section 11 
of Public Law 79–304 (15 U.S.C. 1024 (d)). 

(C) QUORUM.—Seven members of the fiscal 
commission shall constitute a quorum for 
purposes of voting, meeting, and holding 
hearings. 

(D) VOTING.— 
(i) PROXY VOTING.—No proxy voting shall 

be allowed on behalf of the members of the 
fiscal commission. 

(ii) CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTI-
MATES.—The Congressional Budget Office 
shall provide estimates of the legislation (as 
described in paragraph (3)(B)) in accordance 
with sections 308(a) and 201(f) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 639(a) and 
601(f))(including estimates of the effect of in-
terest payment on the debt). The fiscal com-
mission may not vote on any version of the 
report, recommendations, or legislative lan-
guage unless such estimates are available for 
consideration by all members of the fiscal 
commission at least 48 hours prior to the 
vote as certified by the Co-Chairs. 

(E) MEETINGS.— 
(i) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 45 cal-

endar days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the fiscal commission shall hold its 
first meeting. 

(ii) AGENDA.—The Co-Chairs of the fiscal 
commission shall provide an agenda to the 
fiscal commission members not less than 48 
hours in advance of any meeting. 

(F) HEARINGS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The fiscal commission 

may, for the purpose of carrying out this sec-
tion, hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, require attendance of wit-
nesses and production of books, papers, and 
documents, take such testimony, receive 
such evidence, and administer such oaths as 
the fiscal commission considers advisable. 

(ii) HEARING PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES OF CO-CHAIRS.— 

(I) ANNOUNCEMENT.—The Co-Chairs of the 
fiscal commission shall make a public an-
nouncement of the date, place, time, and 
subject matter of any hearing to be con-
ducted, not less than 7 days in advance of 
such hearing, unless the Co-Chairs determine 
that there is good cause to begin such hear-
ing at an earlier date. 

(II) WRITTEN STATEMENT.—A witness ap-
pearing before the fiscal commission shall 
file a written statement of proposed testi-
mony at least 2 calendar days before the ap-
pearance of the witness, unless the require-
ment is waived by the Co-Chairs, following 
their determination that there is good cause 
for failure to comply with such requirement. 

(G) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Upon written 
request of the Co-Chairs, a Federal agency 
shall provide technical assistance to the fis-
cal commission in order for the fiscal com-
mission to carry out its duties. 

(c) STAFF OF FISCAL COMMISSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Co-Chairs of the fis-

cal commission may jointly appoint and fix 
the compensation of staff as they deem nec-
essary, within the guidelines for employees 
of the Senate and following all applicable 
rules and employment requirements of the 
Senate. 

(2) ETHICAL STANDARDS.—Members on the 
fiscal commission who serve in the House of 
Representatives shall be governed by the 

ethics rules and requirements of the House. 
Members of the Senate who serve on the fis-
cal commission and staff of the fiscal com-
mission shall comply with the ethics rules of 
the Senate. 

(d) TERMINATION.—The fiscal commission 
shall terminate on January 1, 2019. 
SEC. 12011. EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF FIS-

CAL COMMISSION RECOMMENDA-
TIONS. 

(a) INTRODUCTION.—If approved by the ma-
jority required by section 12010(b)(3)(B)(ii), 
the proposed legislative language submitted 
pursuant to section 12010(b)(3)(B)(iii) shall be 
introduced in the Senate (by request) on the 
next day on which the Senate is in session by 
the majority leader of the Senate or by a 
Member of the Senate designated by the ma-
jority leader of the Senate and shall be in-
troduced in the House of Representatives (by 
request) on the next legislative day by the 
majority leader of the House or by a Member 
of the House designated by the majority 
leader of the House. 

(b) CONSIDERATION IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES.— 

(1) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—Any com-
mittee of the House of Representatives to 
which a fiscal commission bill is referred 
shall report it to the House without amend-
ment not later than 5 calendar days after the 
date of introduction of a fiscal commission 
bill described in subsection (a). If a com-
mittee fails to report the fiscal commission 
bill within that period, the committee shall 
be discharged from further consideration of 
the fiscal commission bill and the fiscal 
commission bill shall be referred to the ap-
propriate calendar. 

(2) PROCEEDING TO CONSIDERATION.—After 
each committee authorized to consider a fis-
cal commission bill reports it to the House 
or has been discharged from its consider-
ation, it shall be in order, not later than the 
sixth day after introduction of a fiscal com-
mission bill under subsection (a), to move to 
proceed to consider the fiscal commission 
bill in the House. All points of order against 
the motion are waived. Such a motion shall 
not be in order after the House has disposed 
of a motion to proceed on a fiscal commis-
sion bill addressing a particular submission. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the motion to its adoption with-
out intervening motion. The motion shall 
not be debatable. A motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion is disposed of shall 
not be in order. 

(3) CONSIDERATION.—The fiscal commission 
bill shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against the fiscal commission bill and 
against its consideration are waived. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the fiscal commission bill to its 
passage without intervening motion except 
two hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent. A 
motion to reconsider the vote on passage of 
the fiscal commission bill shall not be in 
order. 

(4) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—The vote on passage 
of the fiscal commission bill shall occur not 
later than November 30, 2018. 

(c) EXPEDITED PROCEDURE IN THE SENATE.— 
(1) COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION.—A fiscal 

commission bill introduced in the Senate 
under subsection (a) shall be jointly referred 
to the committee or committees of jurisdic-
tion, which committees shall report the bill 
without any revision and with a favorable 
recommendation, an unfavorable rec-
ommendation, or without recommendation, 
not later than 5 calendar days after the date 
of introduction described in subsection (a). If 
any committee fails to report the bill within 
that period, that committee shall be auto-
matically discharged from consideration of 

the bill, and the bill shall be placed on the 
appropriate calendar. 

(2) MOTION TO PROCEED.—Notwithstanding 
Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, it is in order, not later than 2 days of 
session after the date on which a fiscal com-
mission bill is reported or discharged from 
all committees to which it was referred, for 
the majority leader of the Senate or the ma-
jority leader’s designee to move to proceed 
to the consideration of the fiscal commission 
bill. It shall also be in order for any Member 
of the Senate to move to proceed to the con-
sideration of the fiscal commission bill at 
any time after the conclusion of such 2-day 
period. A motion to proceed is in order even 
though a previous motion to the same effect 
has been disagreed to. All points of order 
against the motion to proceed to the fiscal 
commission bill are waived. The motion to 
proceed is not debatable. The motion is not 
subject to a motion to postpone. A motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the motion is 
agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in 
order. If a motion to proceed to the consider-
ation of the fiscal commission bill is agreed 
to, the fiscal commission bill shall remain 
the unfinished business until disposed of. 

(3) CONSIDERATION.—All points of order 
against the fiscal commission bill and 
against consideration of the fiscal commis-
sion bill are waived. Consideration of the fis-
cal commission bill and of all debatable mo-
tions and appeals in connection therewith 
shall not exceed a total of 30 hours which 
shall be divided equally between the Major-
ity and Minority Leaders or their designees. 
A motion further to limit debate on the fis-
cal commission bill is in order, shall require 
an affirmative vote of three-fifths of the 
Members duly chosen and sworn, and is not 
debatable. Any debatable motion or appeal is 
debatable for not to exceed 1 hour, to be di-
vided equally between those favoring and 
those opposing the motion or appeal. All 
time used for consideration of the fiscal 
commission bill, including time used for 
quorum calls and voting, shall be counted 
against the total 30 hours of consideration. 

(4) NO AMENDMENTS.—An amendment to 
the fiscal commission bill, or a motion to 
postpone, or a motion to proceed to the con-
sideration of other business, or a motion to 
recommit the fiscal commission bill, is not 
in order. 

(5) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—If the Senate has 
voted to proceed to the fiscal commission 
bill, the vote on passage of the fiscal com-
mission bill shall occur immediately fol-
lowing the conclusion of the debate on a fis-
cal commission bill, and a single quorum call 
at the conclusion of the debate if requested. 
The vote on passage of the fiscal commission 
bill shall occur not later than December 15, 
2018. 

(6) RULINGS OF THE CHAIR ON PROCEDURE.— 
Appeals from the decisions of the Chair re-
lating to the application of the rules of the 
Senate, as the case may be, to the procedure 
relating to a fiscal commission bill shall be 
decided without debate. 

(d) AMENDMENT.—The fiscal commission 
bill shall not be subject to amendment in ei-
ther the House of Representatives or the 
Senate. 

(e) CONSIDERATION BY THE OTHER HOUSE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If, before passing the fis-

cal commission bill, one House receives from 
the other a fiscal commission bill— 

(A) the fiscal commission bill of the other 
House shall not be referred to a committee; 
and 

(B) the procedure in the receiving House 
shall be the same as if no fiscal commission 
bill had been received from the other House 
until the vote on passage, when the fiscal 
commission bill received from the other 
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House shall supplant the fiscal commission 
bill of the receiving House. 

(2) REVENUE MEASURE.—This subsection 
shall not apply to the House of Representa-
tives if the fiscal commission bill received 
from the Senate is a revenue measure. 

(f) RULES TO COORDINATE ACTION WITH 
OTHER HOUSE.— 

(1) TREATMENT OF FISCAL COMMISSION BILL 
OF OTHER HOUSE.—If the Senate fails to intro-
duce or consider a fiscal commission bill 
under this section, the fiscal commission bill 
of the House shall be entitled to expedited 
floor procedures under this section. 

(2) TREATMENT OF COMPANION MEASURES IN 
THE SENATE.—If following passage of the fis-
cal commission bill in the Senate, the Sen-
ate then receives the fiscal commission bill 
from the House of Representatives, the 
House-passed fiscal commission bill shall not 
be debatable. The vote on passage of the fis-
cal commission bill in the Senate shall be 
considered to be the vote on passage of the 
fiscal commission bill received from the 
House of Representatives. 

(3) VETOES.—If the President vetoes the fis-
cal commission bill, debate on a veto mes-
sage in the Senate under this section shall be 
1 hour equally divided between the majority 
and minority leaders or their designees. 

(g) LOSS OF PRIVILEGE.—The provisions of 
this section shall cease to apply to the fiscal 
commission bill if— 

(1) the fiscal commission fails to vote on 
the report or proposed legislative language 
required under section 12010(b)(3)(B)(i) not 
later than November 15, 2018; 

(2) the fiscal commission bill does not meet 
the requirements of section 
12010(b)(3)(B)(i)(II); or 

(3) the fiscal commission bill does not pass 
both Houses not later than December 15, 
2018. 
SEC. 12012. FUNDING. 

Funding for the fiscal commission shall be 
derived in equal portions from— 

(1) the applicable accounts of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(2) the contingent fund of the Senate from 
the appropriations account ‘‘Miscellaneous 
Items’’, subject to the rules and regulations 
of the Senate. 
SEC. 12013. RULEMAKING. 

The provisions of this part are enacted by 
Congress— 

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, respectively, and as such they shall be 
considered as part of the rules of each House, 
respectively, or of that House to which they 
specifically apply, and such rules shall su-
persede other rules only to the extent that 
they are inconsistent therewith; and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change such 
rules (so far as relating to such House) at 
any time, in the same manner, and to the 
same extent as in the case of any other rule 
of such House. 

SA 1684. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of part IV of subtitle C of title 
I, add the following: 
SEC. 13311. PROHIBITION ON CASH, GIFT CARDS, 

AND OTHER NON-TANGIBLE PER-
SONAL PROPERTY AS EMPLOYEE 
ACHIEVEMENT AWARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 274(j)(3) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The term’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term’’. 
(2) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), and 

(iii) as subclauses (I), (II), and (III), respec-
tively, and conforming the margins accord-
ingly, and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(ii) TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY.—For 
purposes of clause (i), the term ‘tangible per-
sonal property’ shall not include— 

‘‘(I) cash, cash equivalents, gift cards, gift 
coupons, or gift certificates (other than ar-
rangements conferring only the right to se-
lect and receive tangible personal property 
from a limited array of such items pre-se-
lected or pre-approved by the employer), or 

‘‘(II) vacations, meals, lodging, tickets to 
theater or sporting events, stocks, bonds, 
other securities, and other similar items.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to prizes 
and awards granted in taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1685. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11030. DEDUCTION FOR TUITION PAYMENTS 

FOR QUALIFIED RELIGIOUS IN-
STRUCTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 170 is amended by 
redesignating subsection (p) as subsection 
(q), and by inserting after subsection (o) the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(p) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN TUITION PAY-
MENTS PAID FOR QUALIFIED RELIGIOUS IN-
STRUCTION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, 25 percent of any amount described in 
paragraph (2) shall be treated as a charitable 
contribution. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT DESCRIBED.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), an amount is described in this 
paragraph if— 

‘‘(A) such amount would be treated as pay-
ment of qualified tuition and related ex-
penses for purposes of section 25A(f)(1) but 
for the fact that such payment is made to a 
primary or secondary educational organiza-
tion described in subparagraph (b)(1)(A)(ii) 
rather than an eligible educational institu-
tion (as defined in section 25A(f)(2)), 

‘‘(B) such payment is made after December 
31, 2018, and before January 1, 2021, 

‘‘(C) such organization certifies that 30 per-
cent of the instruction it provides each aca-
demic year consists of qualified religious in-
struction, and 

‘‘(D) such organization has provided the 
taxpayer a statement which contains the in-
formation required by section 6050T. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION.— 
For purposes of this subsection, the term 
‘qualified religious instruction’ means aca-
demic instruction or training regarding a 
particular religion (including tenets, doc-
trines, beliefs, rituals, customs, and rites) of 
a type not generally offered in public school 
curricula, which is provided by a teacher or 
other instructor who is certified as having 
had significant post-secondary religious 
studies. 

‘‘(4) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No deduction 
shall be allowed under this subsection for the 
amount of any expense for which a deduc-
tion, credit, or exclusion is allowed to the 
taxpayer under any other provision of this 
chapter.’’. 

(b) INFORMATION RETURNS.—Subpart B of 
part III of subchapter A of chapter 61 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 

‘‘SEC. 6050X. RETURNS RELATING TO TUITION 
FOR QUALIFIED RELIGIOUS EDU-
CATION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Any educational institu-
tion described in section 170(p)(2)(A) which 
meets the requirements of section 
170(p)(2)(B) shall make a return with respect 
to any individual from whom it receives tui-
tion payments and related expenses, in such 
manner and at such time as the Secretary 
may by regulations prescribe, which con-
tains: 

‘‘(1) the name, address, and TIN of the indi-
vidual with respect to whom tuition pay-
ments and related expenses are received, 

‘‘(2) the net amount of payments for tui-
tion and related expenses described in sec-
tion 170(p)(2)(A) received with respect to the 
individual during the calendar year, 

‘‘(3) a certification that the institution 
meets the requirements of section 
170(p)(2)(B), and 

‘‘(4) such other information as the Sec-
retary may prescribe. 

‘‘(b) STATEMENTS TO BE FURNISHED TO INDI-
VIDUALS WITH RESPECT TO WHOM INFORMA-
TION IS REQUIRED.—Every person required to 
make a return under subsection (a) shall fur-
nish to each individual whose name is re-
quired to be set forth in such return under 
subparagraph (a)(1) a written statement 
showing— 

‘‘(1) the name, address, and phone number 
of the information contact of the person re-
quired to make such return, and 

‘‘(2) the information described in sub-
section (a). 
The written statement required under the 
preceding sentence shall be furnished on or 
before January 31 of the year following the 
calendar year for which the return under 
subsection (a) was required to be made.’’. 

(c) EXEMPTION FROM SUBSTANTIATION RE-
QUIREMENT.—Section 170(f)(8)(A) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: ‘‘The pre-
ceding sentence shall not apply to any 
amount treated as a charitable contribution 
by reason of subsection (p).’’ 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2018. 

(2) NO INFERENCE.—Nothing in the amend-
ments made by this section shall create any 
inference regarding the tax treatment of any 
other payment for religious education or 
training made before, on, or after such date. 

SA 1686. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 485, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

‘‘(5) EXCEPTION FOR AMOUNTS INCLUDED IN 
SUBPART F INCOME.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to any amount paid or accrued by the 
taxpayer to the extent such payment is in-
cluded in the gross income of a United States 
shareholder under section 951(a).’’ 

SA 1687. Mr. BARRASSO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 
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At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. REPEAL OF HEALTH INSURANCE TAX. 

Subsection (j) of section 9010 of the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act is 
amended by striking ‘‘, and’’ at the end of 
paragraph (1) and all that follows through 
‘‘2017’’. 

SA 1688. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11030. RIGHT START CHILD CARE AND EDU-

CATION ACT. 
(a) INCREASE IN EMPLOYER-PROVIDED CHILD 

CARE CREDIT.— 
(1) INCREASE IN CREDITABLE PERCENTAGE OF 

CHILD CARE EXPENDITURES.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 45F(a) is amended by striking ‘‘25 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘35 percent’’. 

(2) INCREASE IN CREDITABLE PERCENTAGE OF 
RESOURCE AND REFERRAL EXPENDITURES.— 
Paragraph (2) of section 45F(a) is amended by 
striking ‘‘10 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘20 per-
cent’’. 

(3) INCREASE IN MAXIMUM CREDIT.—Sub-
section (b) of section 45F is amended by 
striking ‘‘$150,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$225,000’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(b) INCREASE IN DEPENDENT CARE CREDIT.— 
(1) INCREASE IN INCOMES ELIGIBLE FOR FULL 

CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of section 21(a) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$15,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$30,000’’. 

(2) INCREASE IN PERCENTAGE OF EXPENSES 
ALLOWABLE.—Paragraph (2) of section 21(a) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘35 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘20 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘35 percent’’. 

(3) INCREASE IN DOLLAR LIMIT ON AMOUNT 
CREDITABLE.—Subsection (c) of section 21 is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$3,000’’ in paragraph (1) 
and inserting ‘‘$6,000’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$6,000’’ in paragraph (2) 
and inserting ‘‘$12,000’’. 

(4) CREDIT TO BE REFUNDABLE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended— 
(i) by redesignating section 21 as section 

36C, and 
(ii) by moving section 36C, as so redesig-

nated, from subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 to the location imme-
diately before section 37 in subpart C of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1. 

(B) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(i) Paragraph (1) of section 23(f) is amended 

by striking ‘‘21(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘36C(e)’’. 
(ii) Paragraph (6) of section 35(g) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘21(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘36C(e)’’. 
(iii) Paragraph (1) of section 36C(a) (as re-

designated by subparagraph (A)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘this chapter’’ and inserting 
‘‘this subtitle’’. 

(iv) Subparagraph (C) of section 129(a)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21(e)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 36C(e)’’. 

(v) Paragraph (2) of section 129(b) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 21(d)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C(d)(2)’’. 

(vi) Paragraph (1) of section 129(e) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21(b)(2)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘section 36C(b)(2)’’. 

(vii) Subsection (e) of section 213 is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 21’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 36C’’. 

(viii) Subparagraph (H) of section 6213(g)(2) 
is amended by striking ‘‘section 21’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 36C’’. 

(ix) Subparagraph (L) of section 6213(g)(2) 
is amended by striking ‘‘section 21, 24, or 32’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 24, 32, or 36C’’. 

(x) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 

(xi) The table of sections for subpart C of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 36B the following: 
‘‘Sec. 36C. Expenses for household and de-

pendent care services necessary 
for gainful employment.’’. 

(xii) The table of sections for subpart A of 
such part IV is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 21. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(c) 3-YEAR CREDIT FOR INDIVIDUALS HOLDING 
CHILD CARE-RELATED DEGREES WHO WORK IN 
LICENSED CHILD CARE FACILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after section 25D the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. RIGHT START CHILD CARE AND EDU-

CATION CREDIT. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—In the case of 

an individual who is an eligible child care 
provider for the taxable year, there shall be 
allowed as a credit against the tax imposed 
by this chapter for the taxable year the 
amount of $2,000. 

‘‘(b) 3-YEAR CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The credit allowable by 

subsection (a) for any taxable year to an in-
dividual shall be allowed for such year only 
if the individual elects the application of 
this section for such year. 

‘‘(2) ELECTION.—An election to have this 
section apply may not be made by an indi-
vidual for any taxable year if such an elec-
tion by such individual is in effect for any 3 
prior taxable years. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE CHILD CARE PROVIDER.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible child 
care provider’ means, for any taxable year, 
any individual if— 

‘‘(A) as of the close of such taxable year, 
such individual holds a bachelor’s degree in 
early childhood education, child care, or a 
related degree and such degree was awarded 
by an eligible educational institution (as de-
fined in section 25A(f)(2)), and 

‘‘(B) during such taxable year, such indi-
vidual performs at least 1,200 hours of child 
care services at a facility if— 

‘‘(i) the principal use of the facility is to 
provide child care services, 

‘‘(ii) no more than 25 percent of the chil-
dren receiving child care services at the fa-
cility are children (as defined in section 
152(f)) of the individual or such individual’s 
spouse, and 

‘‘(iii) the facility meets the requirements 
of all applicable laws and regulations of the 
State or local government in which it is lo-
cated, including the licensing of the facility 
as a child care facility. 
Subparagraph (B)(i) shall not apply to a fa-
cility which is the principal residence (with-
in the meaning of section 121) of the operator 
of the facility. 

‘‘(2) CHILD CARE SERVICES.—The term ‘child 
care services’ means child care and early 
childhood education.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 25D the 
following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Right Start Child Care and Edu-

cation Credit.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(d) INCREASE IN EXCLUSION FOR EMPLOYER- 
PROVIDED DEPENDENT CARE ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 129(a)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘$5,000 
($2,500’’ and inserting ‘‘$7,500 ($3,750’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1689. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 1llll. REPEAL OF PERCENTAGE DEPLE-

TION ALLOWANCE FOR CERTAIN 
HARDROCK MINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 613(a) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘(other than hardrock mines lo-
cated on lands subject to the general mining 
laws or on land patented under the general 
mining laws)’’ after ‘‘In the case of the 
mines’’. 

(b) GENERAL MINING LAWS DEFINED.—Sec-
tion 613 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) GENERAL MINING LAWS.—For purposes 
of subsection (a), the term ‘general mining 
laws’ means those Acts which generally com-
prise chapters 2, 12A, and 16, and sections 161 
and 162 of title 30 of the United States 
Code.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1690. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself 
and Mr. CRUZ) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 304, strike lines 17 through 20 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(B) which participated in and received 
funds through a program described in section 
25A(f)(2)(B) during the preceding taxable 
year, 

‘‘(C) which is not described in the first sen-
tence of section 511(a)(2)(B) (relating to 
State colleges and universities), and 

‘‘(D) the aggregate fair market value of 

SA 1691. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself 
and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part V of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11052. SUSPENSION OF CORPORATE DEDUC-

TION FOR STATE AND LOCAL IN-
COME TAXES. 

(a) CORPORATE STATE AND LOCAL INCOME 
TAXES.— 

(1) In general. Paragraph (6) of section 
164(b), as added by section 11042(a) of this 
Act, is amended— 
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(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘INDI-

VIDUAL’’, 
(B) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘an individual and’’, and 
(C) in subparagraph (A)— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘in the ease of all indi-

vidual,’’ before ‘‘paragraphs (1) and (2)’’, and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end, 
(D) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
(E) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) in the case of a corporation, the sec-
ond sentence of subsection (a) shall not 
apply.’’. 

(2) TRADE OR BUSINESS EXPENSE.—Section 
162, as amended by sections 13307, 13308, and 
13531 of this Act, is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (t) as subsection (u) and by 
inserting after subsection (s) the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(t) SUSPENSION OF DEDUCTION FOR STATE 
AND LOCAL TAXES.——In the case of a cor-
poration and a taxable year beginning after 
December 31, 2017, and before January 1, 2026, 
no deduction otherwise allowable under this 
section shall be allowed for any State or 
local income, war profits, and excess profits 
taxes (as described in section 164(a)(3)).’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the amendment made by sec-
tion 11042(a) of this Act. 

(b) INCREASE IN RATE FOR DEDUCTION FOR 
QUALIFIED BUSINESS INCOME OF PASS-THRU 
ENTITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199A of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as added by section 
11011 of this Act, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2) of subsection (a), by 
striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
applicable percentage (as determined under 
subsection (g))’’, and 

(B) in paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(A) of sub-
section (b), by striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘the applica-
ble percentage (as determined under sub-
section (g))’’. 

(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—Section 199A 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
added by section 11011 of this Act, is amend-
ed— 

(A) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h), and 

(B) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(g) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the applicable percentage shall be equal 
to the sum of 17.4 percent plus the additional 
percentage (as determined under paragraph 
(2)). 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL PERCENTAGE.—The addi-
tional percentage shall be the amount (ex-
pressed as a percentage) which is determined 
by the Secretary to permit an increase in the 
deduction allowed under this section in an 
amount equal to the increase in revenue re-
sulting from the amendments made by sub-
section (a) of section 11052 of the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1692. Mr. CARPER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. EXTENDING INVESTMENT TAX CRED-
ITS FOR NEW QUALIFIED FUEL CELL 
MOTOR VEHICLES AND ALTER-
NATIVE FUEL INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) NEW QUALIFIED FUEL CELL MOTOR VEHI-
CLE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30B(k)(1) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2021’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to prop-
erty purchased after December 31, 2016. 

(b) QUALIFIED ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE 
REFUELING PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30C(g) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2021’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to prop-
erty placed in service after December 31, 
2016. 

SA 1693. Mr. CARPER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart B of part IX of sub-
title C of title I, insert the following: 
SEC. 13824. SPLIT 100 PERCENT RESEARCH CRED-

IT FOR CONTRACT RESEARCH EX-
PENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 41(b)(3) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(i) TAXPAYERS PAYING FOR CONTRACTED 

RESEARCH.—The term ‘contract research ex-
penses’ means 65 percent of any amount paid 
or incurred by the taxpayer to any person 
(other than an employee of the taxpayer) for 
qualified research. 

‘‘(ii) TAXPAYERS PERFORMING CONTRACTED 
RESEARCH.—In the case of a taxpayer (other 
than an entity described in subparagraph (C) 
or (D) or subsection (e)(6)) who receives 
amounts from any person (other than an em-
ployer of the taxpayer) for qualified research 
on behalf of such person, the term ‘contract 
research expenses’ means so much of the 
qualified research expenses paid or incurred 
by the taxpayer as does not exceed 35 percent 
of the amounts so received from such person. 

‘‘(iii) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of 
clause (ii)— 

‘‘(I) TRADE OR BUSINESS.—The qualified re-
search expenses of the taxpayer shall be de-
termined as if the trade or business of the 
taxpayer were the conduct of qualified re-
search on behalf of other persons. 

‘‘(II) RESEARCH NOT TREATED AS FUNDED RE-
SEARCH.—Subparagraph (H) of subsection 
(d)(4) shall not apply. 

‘‘(III) QUALIFIED RESEARCH.—The qualified 
research expenses of a taxpayer shall be de-
termined as if the conditions of subpara-
graph (B) of subsection (d)(1) are satisfied if 
the business component described in sub-
paragraph (B)(ii) thereof is a business com-
ponent of either of the taxpayers described 
in clauses (i) and (ii). 

‘‘(IV) LIMITATION.—The qualified research 
expenses of a taxpayer shall not include any 
expenses that would not be eligible as in- 
house research expenses for purposes of para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(iv) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—The 
amount of any in-house research expenses 
taken into account under this section with 
respect to a taxpayer described in clause (ii) 
shall be reduced by the amount of the con-
tract research expenses taken into account 
under such clause with respect to such tax-
payer for the taxable year.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1694. Mr. CARPER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike part VI of subtitle A of title I. 

SA 1695. Mr. CARPER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of part I of subtitle A of title I, 
insert the following: 
SEC. 11003. ADJUSTMENT OF HIGHEST RATE 

BRACKETS. 
(a) JOINT RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the 

table contained in section 1(j)(2)(A), as added 
by section 11001(a), are amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘Over $400,000 but not 
over $480,050 ................. $91,479, plus 35% of the 

excess over $400,000. 
Over $480,050 ................... $119,496.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$480,050.’’. 

(b) HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(B), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $453,350 ................. $44,348, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $453,350 ................... $133,020.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$453,350.’’. 

(c) UNMARRIED INDIVIDUALS.—The last 2 
rows of the table contained in section 
1(j)(2)(C), as added by section 11001(a), are 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $426,700 ................. $45,739.50, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $426,700 ................... $125,084.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$426,700.’’. 

(d) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPARATE 
RETURNS.—The last 2 rows of the table con-
tained in section 1(j)(2)(D), as added by sec-
tion 11001(a), are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $200,000 but not 
over $240,026 ................. $45,739.50, plus 35% of the 

excess over $200,000. 
Over $240,026 ................... $59,748.60, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$240,026.’’. 

(e) ESTATES AND TRUSTS.—The last 2 rows 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(E), as 
added by section 11001(a), are amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘Over $9,150 but not over 
$12,700 .......................... $1,839, plus 35% of the ex-

cess over $9,150. 
Over $12,700 ..................... $3,081.50, plus 39.6% of 

the excess over 
$12,700.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1696. Mr. CARPER (for himself, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. COONS, Mr. BENNET, and 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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At the end of subpart B of part IX of sub-

title C of title I, insert the following: 
SEC. 13824. EXTENSION AND PHASEOUT OF RESI-

DENTIAL ENERGY EFFICIENT PROP-
ERTY. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 25D(h) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016 (December 31, 
2021, in the case of any qualified solar elec-
tric property expenditures and qualified 
solar water heating property expenditures)’’, 
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2021’’. 

(b) PHASEOUT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraphs (3), (4), and (5) 

of section 25D(a) are amended by striking ‘‘30 
percent’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘the applicable percentage’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
25D(g) is amended by striking ‘‘paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
January 1, 2017. 
SEC. 13825. EXTENSION AND PHASEOUT OF EN-

ERGY CREDIT. 
(a) CREDIT PERCENTAGE FOR GEOTHERMAL 

ENERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(a)(2)(A)(i)(II) 
is amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (3)(A)(i)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘clause (i) or (iii) of paragraph 
(3)(A)’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF SOLAR AND THERMAL EN-
ERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(a)(3)(A) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘periods end-
ing before January 1, 2017’’ and inserting 
‘‘property the construction of which begins 
before January 1, 2022’’; and 

(2) in clause (vii) by striking ‘‘periods end-
ing before January 1, 2017’’ and inserting 
‘‘property the construction of which begins 
before January 1, 2022’’. 

(c) PHASEOUT OF 30-PERCENT CREDIT RATE 
FOR GEOTHERMAL ENERGY PROPERTY.—Sec-
tion 48(a)(6) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘AND GEO-
THERMAL’’ after ‘‘SOLAR’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (3)(A)(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘clause (i) or 
(iii) of paragraph (3)(A)’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘prop-
erty energy property described in paragraph 
(3)(A)(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘energy property de-
scribed in clause (i) or (iii) of paragraph 
(3)(A)’’. 

(d) PHASEOUT OF 30-PERCENT CREDIT RATE 
FOR FIBER-OPTIC SOLAR, QUALIFIED FUEL 
CELL, AND QUALIFIED SMALL WIND ENERGY 
PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48(a) is amended 
by adding the following: 

‘‘(7) PHASEOUT FOR FIBER-OPTIC SOLAR, 
QUALIFIED FUEL CELL, AND QUALIFIED SMALL 
WIND ENERGY PROPERTY.—In the case of any 
energy property described in paragraph 
(3)(A)(ii), qualified fuel cell property, or 
qualified small wind property, the energy 
percentage determined under paragraph (2) 
shall be equal to— 

‘‘(A) in the case of any property the con-
struction of which begins after December 31, 
2019, and before January 1, 2021, 26 percent, 
and 

‘‘(B) in the case of any property the con-
struction of which begins after December 31, 
2020, and before January 1, 2022, 22 percent.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
48(a)(2)(A) is amended by striking ‘‘para-
graph (6)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (6) and 
(7)’’. 

(e) EXTENSION OF QUALIFIED FUEL CELL 
PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(1)(D) is amended 
by striking ‘‘for any period after December 
31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘the construction of 
which does not begin before January 1, 2022’’. 

(f) EXTENSION OF QUALIFIED MICROTURBINE 
PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(2)(D) is amended 
by striking ‘‘for any period after December 
31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘the construction of 
which does not begin before January 1, 2022’’. 

(g) EXTENSION OF COMBINED HEAT AND 
POWER SYSTEM PROPERTY.—Section 
48(c)(3)(A)(iv) is amended by striking ‘‘which 
is placed in service before January 1, 2017’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the construction of which be-
gins before January 1, 2022’’. 

(h) EXTENSION OF QUALIFIED SMALL WIND 
ENERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(4)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘for any period after 
December 31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘the con-
struction of which does not begin before Jan-
uary 1, 2022’’. 

(i) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
January 1, 2017. 
SEC. 13826. WASTE HEAT TO POWER PROPERTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) INTRODUCTION OF WASTE TO HEAT POWER 

ENERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(a)(3)(A) is 
amended— 

(A) at the end of clause (vi) by striking 
‘‘or’’; and 

(B) at the end of clause (vii) by inserting 
‘‘or’’ after the comma; and 

(C) by adding the following: 
‘‘(viii) waste heat to power property,’’. 
(2) DEFINITIONS AND LIMITATIONS.—Section 

48(c) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) WASTE HEAT TO POWER PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘waste heat to 

power property’ means property— 
‘‘(i) comprising a system which generates 

electricity through the recovery of a quali-
fied waste heat resource, and 

‘‘(ii) the construction of which begins be-
fore January 1, 2022. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED WASTE HEAT RESOURCE.— 
The term ‘qualified waste heat resource’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) exhaust heat or flared gas from an in-
dustrial process that does not have, as its 
primary purpose, the production of elec-
tricity, and 

‘‘(ii) a pressure drop in any gas for an in-
dustrial or commercial process. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a)(1), the basis of any waste heat to 
power property taken into account under 
this section shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(I) the basis of such property, over 
‘‘(II) the fair market value of comparable 

property which does not have the capacity to 
capture and convert a qualified waste heat 
resource to electricity. 

‘‘(ii) CAPACITY LIMITATION.—The term 
‘waste heat to power property’ shall not in-
clude any property comprising a system if 
such system has a capacity in excess of 50 
megawatts.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to periods 
after December 31, 2016, in taxable years end-
ing after such date, under rules similar to 
the rules of section 48(m) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (as in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of the Rev-
enue Reconciliation Act of 1990). 

SA 1697. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 11044. 

SA 1698. Mr. VAN HOLLEN sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
titles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 

which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. CERTIFICATION OF NO PRESIDENTIAL 

BENEFIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of this Act 

shall be null and void and of no effect until— 
(1) the Commissioner of the Internal Rev-

enue Service certifies that, based on a review 
of the tax returns of the President of the 
United States for the 3 most recent taxable 
years, the President would not have bene-
fited in any of such taxable years if the pro-
visions of this Act had been in effect in such 
year; and 

(2) the Commissioner makes publicly avail-
able the tax returns on which such certifi-
cation is based. 

(b) REDACTION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION.— 
The tax returns which must be made pub-
licly available by the Commissioner of the 
Internal Revenue Service under subsection 
(a) may be redacted to remove such informa-
tion as the Director of the Office of Govern-
ment Ethics, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, determines appro-
priate. 

SA 1699. Mr. VAN HOLLEN sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1, to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
titles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PRESIDENTIAL TAX RETURN DISCLO-

SURE REQUIREMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of this Act 

shall be null and void and of no effect until 
the President of the United States makes 
available to the public the President’s tax 
returns for not less than the 3 most recent 
taxable years. 

(b) REDACTION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION.— 
The tax returns which must be made public 
under subsection (a) may be redacted to re-
move such information as the Director of the 
Office of Government Ethics, in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, deter-
mines appropriate. 

SA 1700. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. HEITKAMP, and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 1, to provide for reconciliation 
pursuant to titles II and V of the con-
current resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2018; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 13305 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 13305. REPEAL OF DEDUCTION FOR DOMES-

TIC PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES FOR 
FOSSIL FUELS; DELAY IN COR-
PORATE RATE REDUCTION. 

(a) REPEAL OF DEDUCTION FOR DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES FOR FOSSIL FUELS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at 
the end of clause (ii), by striking the period 
at the end of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
clauses: 

‘‘(iv) the production, refining, processing, 
transportation, or distribution of oil, gas, or 
any primary product thereof.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 199(c)(3) is amended by striking 

subparagraph (C). 
(B) Section 199(c)(4)(A)(i)(III) is amended 

by striking ‘‘, natural gas,’’. 
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(C) Section 199(d)(9) is amended by striking 

all through ‘‘the term ‘primary product’ ’’ in 
subparagraph (C) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(9) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—For purposes of 
subsection (c)(4)(B), the term ‘primary prod-
uct’’.’ ’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to gross 
receipts received after December 31, 2017. 

(b) DELAY OF CORPORATE RATE REDUC-
TION.—Section 13001(c) and 13002(f) of this 
Act are each amended by striking ‘‘2018’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2019’’. 

SA 1701. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mr. UDALL, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. REED) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1, to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
titles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subpart A of part I of subtitle 
C, add the following: 
SEC. 13303. EXCEPTION TO REDUCED RATES 

BASED ON REAL HOUSEHOLD 
WAGES. 

(a) PUBLICATION OF AVERAGE REAL HOUSE-
HOLD WAGES.—Not later than December 31, 
2017, the Congressional Budget Office shall 
publish a report indicating average house-
hold wage income in the United States for 
2017. For each subsequent calendar year, not 
later than December 31 of that year, the Con-
gressional Budget Office shall publish a re-
port indicating average household wage in-
come in the United States for the year, ad-
justed for inflation. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—If for any calendar year 
after 2019, average real household wage in-
come has not increased by at least $4,000 as 
compared to 2017 (as determined in the re-
ports published under subsection (a)), then 
the provisions of the Internal Revenue Code 

of 1986 which are amended by section 13001 
and 13002 shall each be amended to read as if 
the amendments made by such section had 
not been enacted. 

SA 1702. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. CASEY, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1, to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
titles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subpart A of part I of subtitle 
C, add the following: 
SEC. 13303. EXCEPTION TO REDUCED RATES 

BASED ON REAL HOUSEHOLD 
WAGES. 

If changes in the Employment Cost Index 
between December 31, 2017 and any calendar 
year after 2019 do not equate to at least a 
$4,000 increase per household, then the provi-
sions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
which are amended by section 13001 and 13002 
shall each be amended to read as if the 
amendments made by such section had not 
been enacted. 

SA 1703. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. REED) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1, to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
titles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subpart A of part I of subtitle 
C, add the following: 
SEC. 13303. EXCEPTION TO REDUCED RATES 

BASED ON REAL HOUSEHOLD 
WAGES. 

(a) DETERMINATION OF AVERAGE REAL 
HOUSEHOLD WAGES.—Not later than Decem-

ber 31 of each calendar year, the Secretary of 
the Treasury (in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Labor) shall determine the average 
real household wages for the calendar year. 

(b) CERTIFICATION.—If the Secretary of the 
Treasury does not certify that the average 
real household wages for any calendar year 
after December 31, 2019, (as determined under 
subsection (a)) exceeds the average real 
household wages for calendar year 2017 (as so 
determined) by $4,000 or more, the provisions 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 which 
are amended by section 13001 and 13002 shall 
each be amended to read as if the amend-
ments made by such section had not been en-
acted. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection (b) shall apply to 
taxable years beginning after December 31 of 
the first calendar year for which no certifi-
cation is made under subsection (b). 

SA 1704. Mr. KAINE (for himself and 
Mr. MANCHIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 104, strike line 15 and 
all that follows through page 112, line 12 and 
insert the following: 

Subtitle B—Permanent Individual Income 
Tax Relief for Middle Class 

SEC. 12001. AMENDMENT OF INCOME TAX BRACK-
ETS. 

(a) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING JOINT RE-
TURNS AND SURVIVING SPOUSES.—The table 
contained in subsection (a) of section 1 is 
amended to read as follows: 

If taxable income is: The tax is: 

Not over $19,050 ..................................................................................... 10% of taxable income. 
Over $19,050 but not over $77,400 ............................................................ $1,905, plus 12% of the excess over $19,050. 
Over $77,400 but not over $140,000 .......................................................... $8,907, plus 22% of the excess over $77,400. 
Over $140,000 but not over $320,000 ......................................................... $22,679, plus 24% of the excess over $140,000. 
Over $320,000 but not over $400,000 ......................................................... $65,879, plus 32% of the excess over $320,000. 
Over $400,000 but not over $480,050 ......................................................... $91,479, plus 35% of the excess over $400,000. 
Over $480,050 .......................................................................................... $119,496.50, plus 39.6% of the excess over $480,050. 

(b) HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS.—The table con-
tained in subsection (b) of section 1 is 
amended to read as follows: 

If taxable income is: The tax is: 

Not over $13,600 ..................................................................................... 10% of taxable income. 
Over $13,600 but not over $51,800 ............................................................ $1,360, plus 12% of the excess over $13,600. 
Over $51,800 but not over $70,000 ............................................................ $5,944, plus 22% of the excess over $51,800. 
Over $70,000 but not over $160,000 .......................................................... $9,948, plus 24% of the excess over $70,000. 
Over $160,000 but not over $200,000 ......................................................... $31,548, plus 32% of the excess over $160,000. 
Over $200,000 but not over $453,350 ......................................................... $44,348, plus 35% of the excess over $200,000. 
Over $453,350 .......................................................................................... $133,020.50, plus 39.6% of the excess over $453,350. 

(c) UNMARRIED INDIVIDUALS OTHER THAN 
SURVIVING SPOUSES AND HEADS OF HOUSE-

HOLDS.—The table contained in subsection 
(c) of section 1 is amended to read as follows: 

If taxable income is: The tax is: 

Not over $9,525 ....................................................................................... 10% of taxable income. 
Over $9,525 but not over $38,700 ............................................................. $952.50, plus 12% of the excess over $9,525. 
Over $38,700 but not over $70,000 ............................................................ $4,453.50, plus 22% of the excess over $38,700. 
Over $70,000 but not over $160,000 .......................................................... $11,339.50, plus 24% of the excess over $70,000. 
Over $160,000 but not over $200,000 ......................................................... $32,939.50, plus 32% of the excess over $160,000. 
Over $200,000 but not over $426,700 ......................................................... $45,739.50, plus 35% of the excess over $200,000. 
Over $426,700 .......................................................................................... $125,084.50, plus 39.6% of the excess over $426,700. 
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(d) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPARATE 

RETURNS.—The table contained in subsection 
(d) of section 1 is amended to read as follows: 

If taxable income is: The tax is: 

Not over $9,525 ....................................................................................... 10% of taxable income. 
Over $9,525 but not over $38,700 ............................................................. $952.50, plus 12% of the excess over $9,525. 
Over $38,700 but not over $70,000 ............................................................ $4,453.50, plus 22% of the excess over $38,700. 
Over $70,000 but not over $160,000 .......................................................... $11,339.50, plus 24% of the excess over $70,000. 
Over $160,000 but not over $200,000 ......................................................... $32,939.50, plus 32% of the excess over $160,000. 
Over $200,000 but not over $240,026 ......................................................... $45,739.50, plus 35% of the excess over $200,000. 
Over $240,026 .......................................................................................... $59,748.60, plus 39.6% of the excess over $240,026. 

(e) ESTATES AND TRUSTS.—The table con-
tained in subsection (e) of section 1 is 
amended to read as follows: 

If taxable income is: The tax is: 

Not over $2,550 ....................................................................................... 10% of taxable income. 
Over $2,550 but not over $9,150 ............................................................... $255, plus 24% of the excess over $2,550. 
Over $9,150 but not over $12,700 ............................................................. $1,839, plus 35% of the excess over $9,150. 
Over $12,700 ............................................................................................ $3,081.50, plus 39.6% of the excess over $12,700. 

(f) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.—Section 
1(f)(2)(A), as amended by this Act, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘1992’’ and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2025. 
SEC. 12002. DECREASE IN ESTATE AND GIFT TAX 

EXEMPTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2010(c)(3) is 

amended by striking subparagraph (C), as 
added by this Act. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(g) of section 2001 is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(g) MODIFICATIONS TO GIFT TAX PAYABLE 
TO REFLECT DIFFERENT TAX RATES.—For pur-
poses of applying subsection (b)(2) with re-
spect to 1 or more gifts, the rates of tax 
under subsection (c) in effect at the dece-
dent’s death shall, in lieu of the rates of tax 
in effect at the time of such gifts, be used 
both to compute— 

‘‘(1) the tax imposed by chapter 12 with re-
spect to such gifts, and 

‘‘(2) the credit allowed against such tax 
under section 2505, including in computing— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit amount under 
section 2505(a)(1), and 

‘‘(B) the sum of the amounts allowed as a 
credit for all preceding periods under section 
2505(a)(2).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to estates of 
decedents dying and gifts made after Decem-
ber 31, 2017. 
SEC. 12003. CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(b), as amended 
by this Act, is amended by striking ‘‘20 per-
cent’’ and inserting ‘‘25 percent’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2018. 

SA 1705. Mr. KAINE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11030. WORK OPPORTUNITY TAX CREDIT 

FOR MILITARY SPOUSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 51(d)(1) is amend-

ed— 
(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (I), 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (J) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(K) a qualified military spouse.’’. 
(b) QUALIFIED MILITARY SPOUSE.—Section 

51(d) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(16) QUALIFIED MILITARY SPOUSE.—The 
term ‘qualified military spouse’ means the 
spouse or domestic partner (as recognized 
under State law or by the Armed Forces) of 
a member of the Armed Forces.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to individ-
uals who begin work for the employer after 
December 31, 2017. 

SA 1706. Mr. KAINE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 75, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 76, line 3. 

SA 1707. Mr. KAINE (for himself and 
Mr. CARDIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 13402. 

SA 1708. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 269, strike line 21 and 
all that follows through page 273, line 4 and 
insert the following: 

SEC. 13601. EXPANSION OF DENIAL OF DEDUC-
TION FOR CERTAIN EXCESSIVE EM-
PLOYEE REMUNERATION. 

(a) APPLICATION TO ALL CURRENT AND 
FORMER EMPLOYEES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 162(m) is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘covered employee’’ each 
place it appears in paragraphs (1) and (4) and 
inserting ‘‘covered individual’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘such employee’’ each 
place it appears in subparagraphs (A) and (G) 
of paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘such indi-
vidual’’. 

(2) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—Paragraph (3) of 
section 162(m) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘covered individual’ 
means any individual who is an officer, di-
rector, or employee of the taxpayer or a 
former officer, director, or employee of the 
taxpayer.’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 48D(b)(3)(A) is amended by in-

serting ‘‘(as in effect for taxable years begin-
ning before January 1, 2018)’’ after ‘‘section 
162(m)(3)’’. 

(B) Section 409A(b)(3)(D)(ii) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘(as in effect for taxable years be-
ginning before January 1, 2018)’’ after ‘‘sec-
tion 162(m)(3)’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF APPLICABLE EMPLOYEE 
REMUNERATION.— 

(1) ELIMINATION OF EXCEPTION FOR COMMIS-
SION-BASED PAY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (4) of section 
162(m), as amended by subsection (a), is 
amended by striking subparagraph (B) and 
by redesignating subparagraphs (C) through 
(G) as subparagraphs (B) through (F), respec-
tively. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(i) Section 162(m)(5) is amended— 
(I) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (B), (C), and 

(D) thereof’’ in subparagraph (E) and insert-
ing ‘‘subparagraphs (B) and (C) thereof’’, and 

(II) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (F) and 
(G)’’ in subparagraph (G) and inserting ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (E) and (F)’’. 

(ii) Section 162(m)(6) is amended— 
(I) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (B), (C), and 

(D) thereof’’ in subparagraph (D) and insert-
ing ‘‘subparagraphs (B) and (C) thereof’’, and 

(II) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (F) and 
(G)’’ in subparagraph (G) and inserting ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (E) and (F)’’. 

(2) INCLUSION OF PERFORMANCE-BASED COM-
PENSATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (4) of section 
162(m), as amended by subsection (a) and 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, is amended 
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by striking subparagraph (B) and redesig-
nating subparagraphs (C) through (F) as sub-
paragraphs (B) through (E), respectively. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(i) Section 162(m)(5), as amended by para-

graph (1), is amended— 
(I) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (B) and (C) 

thereof’’ in subparagraph (E) and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (B) thereof’’, and 

(II) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (E) and 
(F)’’ in subparagraph (G) and inserting ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (D) and (E)’’. 

(ii) Section 162(m)(6), as amended by para-
graph (1), is amended— 

(I) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (B) and (C) 
thereof’’ in subparagraph (D) and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (B) thereof’’, and 

(II) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (E) and 
(F)’’ in subparagraph (G) and inserting ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (D) and (E)’’. 

(c) EXPANSION OF APPLICABLE EMPLOYER.— 
Paragraph (2) of section 162(m) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(2) PUBLICLY HELD CORPORATION.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘publicly 
held corporation’ means any corporation 
which is an issuer (as defined in section 3 of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 
U.S.C. 78c))— 

‘‘(A) the securities of which are registered 
under section 12 of such Act (15 U.S.C. 78l), or 

‘‘(B) that is required to file reports under 
section 15(d) of such Act (15 U.S.C. 780(d)).’’. 

(d) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 162(m) is amended 

by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
prescribe such guidance, rules, or regula-
tions, including with respect to reporting, as 
are necessary to carry out the purposes of 
this subsection.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(6) of section 162(m) is amended by striking 
subparagraph (H). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1709. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. CORPORATE EXCISE TAX FOR EXCES-

SIVE SHARE REPURCHASES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 36 of subtitle D is 

amended by adding after subchapter D the 
following new subchapter: 

‘‘Subchapter E—Corporate Excise Tax for 
Excessive Share Repurchases 

‘‘Sec. 4491. Corporate excise tax for exces-
sive share repurchases. 

‘‘SEC. 4491. CORPORATE EXCISE TAX FOR EXCES-
SIVE SHARE REPURCHASES. 

‘‘(a) TAX IMPOSED.—In the case of a cor-
poration which purchases not less than 
$10,000,000 of outstanding shares of stock in 
itself during the taxable year, there is here-
by imposed on such corporation for the tax-
able year a tax equal to 15 percent of the tax-
able income of such corporation.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
subchapters for chapter 36 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new item: 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER E-CORPORATE EXCISE TAX FOR 
EXCESSIVE SHARE REPURCHASES’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1710. Mr. BOOKER (for himself, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mr. HEINRICH, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart A of part I of subtitle 
C, add the following: 
SEC. 13303. EXCEPTION TO REDUCED RATES 

BASED ON MEDICARE PROGRAM SE-
QUESTRATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which 
there is a sequestration under the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (2 U.S.C. 931 et 
seq.) that reduces budgetary resources for 
the Medicare program under title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et 
seq.) because of a debit that is attributable 
to the enactment of this title or the amend-
ments made by this title, the provisions of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 which are 
amended by section 13001 and 13002 shall each 
be amended to read as if the amendments 
made by such section had not been enacted. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the first fiscal year to 
which a sequestration under subsection (a) 
applies. 

SA 1711. Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. ROUNDS, 
and Mr. HOEVEN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page ll, line lll, strike ‘‘(g) TERMI-
NATION.—’’ and insert: 

‘‘(g) DEDUCTION ALLOWED TO SPECIFIED AG-
RICULTURAL OR HORTICULTURAL COOPERA-
TIVES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-
able year of a specified agricultural or horti-
cultural cooperative beginning after Decem-
ber 31, 2017, there shall be allowed a deduc-
tion in an amount equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) 17.4 percent of the cooperative’s tax-
able income for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of the W-2 wages of the co-
operative with respect to its trade or busi-
ness. 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIED AGRICULTURAL OR HORTI-
CULTURAL COOPERATIVE.—For purposes of this 
subsection, the term ‘specified agricultural 
or horticultural cooperative’ means an orga-
nization to which part I of subchapter T ap-
plies which is engaged in— 

‘‘(A) the manufacturing, production, 
growth, or extraction in whole or significant 
part of any agricultural or horticultural 
product, 

‘‘(B) the marketing of agricultural or hor-
ticultural products which its patrons have so 
manufactured, produced, grown, or ex-
tracted, or 

‘‘(C) the provision of supplies, equipment, 
or services to farmers or to organizations de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

‘‘(h) TERMINATION.— 

SA 1712. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in subtitle D of 
title I, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. CLARIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF 

QUALIFYING INCOME FOR A PUB-
LICLY TRADED PARTNERSHIP. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7704(d)(1) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (G), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘, and’’; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (G) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(H) income inclusions under sections 951 
and 951A, and other similar amounts in-
cluded in gross income with respect to the 
ownership of stock.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to income 
inclusions on or after November 2, 2017. 

SA 1713. Mr. ISAKSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 76, strike lines 4 through 12 and in-
sert the following: 
SEC. 11043. SUSPENSION OF DEDUCTION FOR 

CERTAIN RESIDENCE INTEREST. 
(a) HOME EQUITY INTEREST.—Section 

163(h)(3)(A)(ii) is amended by inserting ‘‘in 
the case of taxable years beginning before 
January 1, 2018, or after December 31, 2025,’’ 
before ‘‘home equity indebtedness’’. 

(b) CERTAIN ADDITIONAL INDEBTEDNESS.— 
Section 163(h)(3)(B) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iii) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION.—Such term 
shall not include any indebtedness incurred 
after December 31, 2017, and before January 
1, 2026, which does not have priority (within 
the meaning of such term as used in section 
6323) over all other indebtedness secured by 
the qualified residence which is also incurred 
in acquiring, constructing, or substantially 
improving the residence.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1714. Mr. DAINES (for himself, 
Mrs. ERNST, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. BLUNT, Mrs. FISCHER, 
and Mr. LEE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Beginning on page 43, strike line 16 and all 
that follows through page 45, line 20 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(4) PARTIAL CREDIT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN 
OTHER DEPENDENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The credit determined 
under subsection (a) (after the application of 
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paragraph (2)) shall be increased by $500 for 
each dependent of the taxpayer (as defined in 
section 152) other than a qualifying child de-
scribed in subsection (c). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN NONCITIZENS.— 
Subparagraph (A) shall not apply with re-
spect to any individual who would not be a 
dependent if subparagraph (A) of section 
152(b)(3) were applied without regard to all 
that follows ‘resident of the United States’. 

‘‘(5) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF REFUNDABLE 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d)(1)(A) 
shall be applied without regard to para-
graphs (2) and (5) of this subsection. 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—In the 
case of a taxable year beginning after 2017, 
subsection (d)(1)(A) shall be applied as if the 
$1,000 amount in subsection (a) were in-
creased (but not to exceed the amount under 
paragraph (2) of this subsection) by an 
amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins. 
Any increase determined under the preceding 
sentence shall be rounded to the next highest 
multiple of $100. 

‘‘(6) EARNED INCOME THRESHOLD FOR RE-
FUNDABLE CREDIT.—Subsection (d)(1)(B)(i) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘$2,500’ for 
‘$3,000’. 

‘‘(7) SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER REQUIRED.— 
No credit shall be allowed under subsection 
(d) to a taxpayer with respect to any quali-
fying child unless the taxpayer includes the 
social security number of such child on the 
return of tax for the taxable year. For pur-
poses of the preceding sentence, the term ‘so-
cial security number’ means a social secu-
rity number issued to an individual by the 
Social Security Administration, but only if 
the social security number is issued to a cit-
izen of the United States or is issued pursu-
ant to subclause (I) (or that portion of sub-
clause (III) that relates to subclause (I)) of 
section 205(c)(2)(B)(i) of the Social Security 
Act. 

‘‘(8) CREDIT ALLOWED WITH RESPECT TO UN-
BORN CHILDREN.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying 
child’ includes an unborn child (as defined in 
section 1841(d) of title 18, United States 
Code) for any such taxable year if such child 
is born and issued a social security number 
(as defined in subsection (h)(7)) before the 
due date for the return of tax (without re-
gard to extensions) for the taxable year. 

‘‘(B) DOUBLE CREDIT IN CASE OF CHILDREN 
UNABLE TO CLAIM CREDIT.—In the case of any 
child born during a taxable year described in 
paragraph (1) who is not taken into account 
under subparagraph (A) for the taxable year 
immediately preceding the taxable year in 
which the child is born, the amount of the 
credit determined under this section with re-
spect to such child for the taxable year of 
the child’s birth shall be increased by 100 
percent.’’. 

SA 1715. Mr. CORNYN (for himself, 
Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. ROBERTS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to titles II 
and V of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2018; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

In section 11011, after subsection (a), insert 
the following: 

(b) APPLICATION TO PUBLICLY TRADED 
PARTNERSHIPS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199A(b)(1)(B), as 
added by subsection (a), is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and qualified cooperative dividends’’ 
and inserting ‘‘, qualified cooperative divi-
dends, and qualified publicly traded partner-
ship income’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED PUBLICLY TRADED PARTNER-
SHIP INCOME.—Section 199A(e), as added by 
subsection (a), is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) QUALIFIED PUBLICLY TRADED PARTNER-
SHIP INCOME.—The term ‘qualified publicly 
traded partnership income’ means, with re-
spect to any taxpayer, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the net amount of such taxpayer’s al-
locable share of each qualified item of in-
come, gain, deduction, and loss (as defined in 
subsection (c)(3) and determined after the 
application of subsection (c)(4)) from a pub-
licly traded partnership (as defined in sec-
tion 7704(a)) which is not treated as a cor-
poration under section 7704(c), plus 

‘‘(B) any gain recognized by such taxpayer 
upon disposition of its interest in such part-
nership to the extent such gain is treated as 
an amount realized from the sale or ex-
change of property other than a capital asset 
under section 751(a).’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199A(c)(1), as added by subsection (a), is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘‘Such term shall not include 
any qualified publicly traded partnership in-
come.’’. 

SA 1716. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 457, line 7, strike ‘‘(6) REGULA-
TIONS.—’’ and insert: 

‘‘(6) TRANSITION RULES FOR EXISTING IN-
DEBTEDNESS.— 

‘‘(A) LIMITATION NOT TO APPLY.—The limi-
tation under paragraph (1) shall not apply to 
interest paid or accrued by a domestic cor-
poration on— 

‘‘(i) pre-November 10, 2017 indebtedness, or 
‘‘(ii) indebtedness issued after November 9, 

2017, and before January 1, 2019, in connec-
tion with a transaction which was publicly 
announced before November 9, 2017, and was 
waiting for regulatory approval on such 
date. 

‘‘(B) INDEBTEDNESS.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) PRE-NOVEMBER 10, 2017 INDEBTEDNESS.— 
The term ‘pre-November 10, 2017 indebted-
ness’ means any indebtedness issued before 
November 10, 2017. 

‘‘(ii) SIGNIFICANT MODIFICATIONS.—If any in-
debtedness described in subparagraph (A) is 
significantly modified after November 9, 2017 
(the date of issuance in the case of indebted-
ness described in subparagraph (A)(ii)), this 
paragraph shall not apply any interest paid 
or accrued on such indebtedness on or after 
the date such modification takes effect. 

‘‘(7) REGULATIONS.— 

SA 1717. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. BENNET, Mr. LEAHY, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. UDALL, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. HEINRICH, and Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to titles II 
and V of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2018; which 

was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

Strike title II. 

SA 1718. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike subsection (a) of section 13001 and 
insert the following: 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
11 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amount of the tax imposed 
by subsection (a) shall be 25 percent of tax-
able income. 

‘‘(2) FURTHER REDUCTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B)— 
‘‘(i) in the case of any taxable year begin-

ning after December 31, 2022, and before Jan-
uary 1, 2026, paragraph (1) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘23 percent’ for ‘25 percent’, and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of any taxable year begin-
ning after December 31, 2025, paragraph (1) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘20 percent’ 
for ‘25 percent’. 

‘‘(B) REVENUE PROJECTION TRIGGER.—Sub-
paragraph (A) shall not apply to any taxable 
year beginning in a calendar year unless the 
revenues estimated for all preceding cal-
endar years beginning after December 31, 
2018, (as determined by the Joint Committee 
on Taxation on the date of the enactment of 
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act) equals or exceeds 
actual revenue for such calendar years (as 
determined by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury).’’. 

SA 1719. Mr. COONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. FULL RECOVERY FUNDING FOR 

PUERTO RICO AND THE U.S. VIRGIN 
ISLANDS BEFORE TAX CUTS FOR 
THE WEALTHY. 

Any provision of this Act which provides a 
reduction in taxes for the wealthiest Ameri-
cans shall apply only to taxable years begin-
ning after the date on which full funding is 
provided to the residents of Puerto Rico and 
the U.S. Virgin Islands for their hurricane 
recovery efforts and all such residents have 
access to electricity, telecommunications, 
safe drinking water, and wastewater serv-
ices. 

SA 1720. Mr. SANDERS (for himself, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. HARRIS, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. UDALL, Mr. REED, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. NEL-
SON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
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SEC. ll. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST LEGISLA-

TION THAT CUTS SOCIAL SECURITY, 
MEDICARE, OR MEDICAID BENEFITS. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the Senate to consider any bill, 
joint resolution, motion, amendment, 
amendment between the Houses, or con-
ference report that would— 

(1) result in a reduction of guaranteed ben-
efits scheduled under title II of the Social 
Security Act; 

(2) increase either the early or full retire-
ment age for the benefits described in para-
graph (1); 

(3) privatize Social Security; 
(4) result in a reduction of guaranteed ben-

efits for individuals entitled to, or enrolled 
for, benefits under the Medicare program 
under title XVIII of such Act; or 

(5) result in a reduction of benefits or eligi-
bility for individuals enrolled in, or eligible 
to receive medical assistance through, a 
State Medicaid plan or waiver under title 
XIX of such Act. 

(b) WAIVER AND APPEAL.—Subsection (a) 
may be waived or suspended in the Senate 
only by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of 
the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An af-
firmative vote of two-thirds of the Members 
of the Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall 
be required to sustain an appeal of the ruling 
of the Chair on a point of order raised under 
subsection (a). 

SA 1721. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. INCLUSION OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS 

OF A RESERVE COMPONENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 

51 is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘or’’ at 

the end, 
(B) in subparagraph (J), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(K) a qualified member of a reserve com-

ponent.’’, and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(16) QUALIFIED MEMBER OF A RESERVE COM-

PONENT.—The term ‘qualified member of a 
reserve component’ means any individual 
who is certified by the designated local agen-
cy as, for not less than 60 days during the 12- 
month period ending on the hiring date, 
being on orders for— 

‘‘(A) training under section 502, 503, 504, or 
505 of title 32, United States Code, or 

‘‘(B) active duty under section 12301, 12302, 
12304, 12304a, or 12304b of title 10, United 
States Code.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to individ-
uals who begin work for the employer after 
December 31, 2017. 

SA 1722. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-

olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST LEGISLA-

TION THAT CUTS MEDICARE OR 
MEDICAID BENEFITS. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the Senate to consider any bill, 
joint resolution, motion, amendment, 
amendment between the Houses, or con-
ference report that would— 

(1) result in a reduction of guaranteed ben-
efits for individuals entitled to, or enrolled 
for, benefits under the Medicare program 
under title XVIII of such Act; or 

(2) result in a reduction of benefits or eligi-
bility for individuals enrolled in, or eligible 
to receive medical assistance through, a 
State Medicaid plan or waiver under title 
XIX of such Act. 

(b) WAIVER AND APPEAL.—Subsection (a) 
may be waived or suspended in the Senate 
only by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of 
the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An af-
firmative vote of two-thirds of the Members 
of the Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall 
be required to sustain an appeal of the ruling 
of the Chair on a point of order raised under 
subsection (a). 

SA 1723. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart B of part VII of sub-
title C of title I, insert the following: 
SEC. 13615. REDUCTION IN MINIMUM AGE FOR 

ALLOWABLE IN-SERVICE DISTRIBU-
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 401(a)(36) is 
amended by striking ‘‘age 62’’ and inserting 
‘‘age 59 1⁄2’’. 

(b) APPLICATION TO GOVERNMENTAL SECTION 
457(b) PLANS.—Clause (i) of section 
457(d)(1)(A) is amended by inserting ‘‘(in the 
case of a plan maintained by an employer de-
scribed in subsection (e)(1)(A), age 59 1⁄2)’’ be-
fore the comma at the end. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to plan 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1724. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CORNYN, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. RISCH, Ms. MURKOWSKI, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. COCH-
RAN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. WICKER, and 
Mr. BOOZMAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 307, strike line 1 and all that fol-
lows through line 22. 

SA 1725. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. 
COTTON, Mr. LEE, and Mr. SASSE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to titles II 
and V of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2018; which 

was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

At the end of part IV of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11033. 529 ACCOUNT FUNDING FOR ELEMEN-

TARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 529(c) is amended 

by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) TREATMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SEC-
ONDARY TUITION.—Any reference in this sub-
section to the term ‘qualified higher edu-
cation expense’ shall include a reference to— 

‘‘(A) expenses for tuition in connection 
with enrollment or attendance at an elemen-
tary or secondary public, private, or reli-
gious school, and 

‘‘(B) expenses for— 
‘‘(i) curriculum and curricular materials, 
‘‘(ii) books or other instructional mate-

rials, 
‘‘(iii) online educational materials, 
‘‘(iv) tuition for tutoring or educational 

classes outside of the home (but only if the 
tutor or instructor is not related to the stu-
dent), 

‘‘(v) dual enrollment in an institution of 
higher education, and 

‘‘(vi) educational therapies for students 
with disabilities, 
in connection with a homeschool (whether 
treated as a homeschool or a private school 
for purposes of applicable State law).’’. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Section 529(e)(3)(A) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘The amount of cash distributions from all 
qualified tuition programs described in sub-
section (b)(1)(A)(ii) with respect to a bene-
ficiary during any taxable year shall, in the 
aggregate, include not more than $10,000 in 
expenses described in subsection (c)(7) in-
curred during the taxable year.’’. 

(b) OFFSET.—Paragraph (2) of section 127(a) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$5,250’’ in the heading and 
inserting ‘‘$2,500’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$5,250’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘$2,500’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to contribu-
tions made after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1726. Mr. RISCH (for himself and 
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 402, strike lines 12 through 24 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(2) ACCUMULATED POST-1986 DEFERRED FOR-
EIGN INCOME.—The term ‘accumulated post- 
1986 deferred foreign income’ means post-1986 
earnings and profits— 

‘‘(A) except to the extent such earnings— 
‘‘(i) are attributable to income of the spec-

ified foreign corporation which is effectively 
connected with the conduct of a trade or 
business within the United States and sub-
ject to tax under this chapter, or 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a controlled foreign cor-
poration, if distributed, would be excluded 
from the gross income of a United States 
shareholder under section 959, and 

‘‘(B) reduced by the amount of deductions 
recognized by a specified foreign corporation 
in taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2017, with respect to income recognized by 
a United States shareholder in taxable years 
beginning before December 31, 2017. 
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SA 1727. Mr. RISCH (for himself and 

Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I, insert 
the following: 
SEC. ll. MODIFICATION TO CALCULATION OF 

INTEREST LIMITATIONS. 
(a) LIMITATION ON DEDUCTION FOR INTER-

EST.—Paragraph (6) of section 163(j) (as 
amended by section 13301 of this Act) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, including related 
party interest includible under sections 951 
or 954 and operating lease income’’ after 
‘‘business’’. 

(b) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR INTEREST EX-
PENSE OF CERTAIN UNITED STATES SHARE-
HOLDERS.—Subsection (n)(4)(B)(ii) of section 
163 (as added by section 14221 of this Act) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘and operating lease 
income’’ after ‘‘interest’’. 

SA 1728. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 164, strike lines 5 through 25, and 
insert the following: 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) APPLICATION.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to property placed in 
service after December 31, 2017. 

(B) SHORTER RECOVERY PERIOD OR MORE AC-
CELERATED DEPRECIATION METHOD.—In the 
case of property placed in service before Jan-
uary 1, 2018, if the amendments made by this 
section result in— 

(i) an applicable recovery period which is 
less than the remaining applicable recovery 
period for such property before enactment of 
such amendments, or 

(ii) an applicable depreciation method 
which is more accelerated than the applica-
ble depreciation method for such property 
before enactment of such amendments, 
the depreciation deduction for such property 
shall, for any taxable year beginning after 
December 31, 2017, be determined as if such 
property were placed in service on January 1, 
2018. 

(2) AMENDMENTS RELATED TO ELECTING REAL 
PROPERTY TRADE OR BUSINESS.—The amend-
ments made by subsection (b)(4)(A) shall 
apply to taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2017. 

SA 1729. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 13305 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 13305. REPEAL OF DEDUCTION FOR INCOME 
ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRO-
DUCTION ACTIVITIES. 

(a) REPEAL.— 
(1) NONCORPORATE TAXPAYERS.—Section 199 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) TERMINATION FOR TAXPAYERS OTHER 
THAN CORPORATIONS.—In the case of a tax-
payer other than a C corporation, this sec-
tion shall not apply to any taxable year be-
ginning after December 31, 2017.’’. 

(2) ALL OTHER TAXPAYERS.—Part VI of sub-
chapter B of chapter 1, as amended by para-
graph (1), is amended by striking section 199 
(and by striking the item relating to such 
section in the table of sections for such 
part). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Sections 74(d)(2)(B), 86(b)(2)(A), 

135(c)(4)(A), 137(b)(3)(A), 219(g)(3)(A)(ii), 
221(b)(2)(C), 222(b)(2)(C), 246(b)(1), and 
469(i)(3)(F)(iii) are each amended by striking 
‘‘199,’’. 

(2) Section 170(b)(2)(D), as amended by sec-
tion 11011, is amended by striking clause (iv) 
and by redesignating clauses (v) and (vi) as 
redesignating clauses (iv) as clause (v), re-
spectively. 

(3) Section 172(d) is amended by striking 
paragraph (7). 

(4) Section 613(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘and without the deduction under section 
199’’. 

(5) Section 613A(d)(1) is amended by strik-
ing subparagraph (B) and by redesignating 
subparagraphs (C), (D), and (E) as subpara-
graphs (B), (C), and (D). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2018. 

(2) TERMINATION FOR NONCORPORATE TAX-
PAYERS.—The amendment made by sub-
section (a)(1) shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1730. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 181, lines 16 through 18, strike ‘‘the 
non-separately stated taxable income or loss 
of such partnership’’ and insert ‘‘any items 
of income, gain, deduction, or loss of such 
partnership’’. 

SA 1731. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 453, strike lines 9 through 16, and 
insert the following: 

(C) TOTAL EQUITY.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (B), the term ‘‘total equity’’ 
means, with respect to one or more corpora-
tions, an amount equal to— 

(i) the sum of the money and all other as-
sets of such corporations, reduced (but not 
below one) by 

(ii) the total indebtedness of such corpora-
tions. 

SA 1732. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 13702. 

SA 1733. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

Subtitle l—Tribal Tax and Investment 
Reform 

SEC. l. FINDINGS. 
The Congress finds the following: 
(1) There is a unique Federal legal and po-

litical relationship between the United 
States and Indian tribes. 

(2) Indian tribes have the responsibility 
and authority to provide governmental pro-
grams and services to tribal citizens, develop 
tribal economies, and build community in-
frastructure to ensure that Indian reserva-
tion lands serve as livable, permanent 
homes. 

(3) The United States Constitution, U.S. 
Federal Court decisions, Executive orders, 
and numerous other Federal laws and regula-
tions recognize that Indian tribes are gov-
ernments, retaining the inherent authority 
to tax and operate as other governments, in-
cluding (inter alia) financing projects with 
government bonds and maintaining eligi-
bility for general tax exemptions via their 
government status. 

(4) Codifying tax parity with respect to 
tribal governments is consistent with Fed-
eral treaties recognizing the sovereignty of 
tribal governments. 

(5) That Indian tribes face historic dis-
advantages in accessing the underlying cap-
ital to build the necessary infrastructure for 
job creation, and that certain statutory re-
strictions on tribal governance further in-
hibit tribes’ ability to develop strong govern-
ance and economies. 

(6) Indian tribes are sometimes excluded 
from the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 in 
key provisions which results in unfair tax 
treatment for tribal citizens or unequal en-
forcement authority for tribal enforcement 
agencies. 

(7) Congress is vested with the authority to 
regulate commerce with Indian tribes, and 
hereby exercises that authority in a manner 
which furthers tribal self-governance, and in 
doing so, further affirms the United States 
government-to-government relationship 
with Indian tribes. 
SEC. l. TREATMENT OF INDIAN TRIBES AS 

STATES WITH RESPECT TO BOND 
ISSUANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
7871 (relating to Indian tribal governments 
treated as States for certain purposes) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR TAX-EXEMPT 
BONDS.—In applying section 146 to bonds 
issued by Indian tribal governments (or sub-
divisions thereof), the Secretary shall annu-
ally— 

‘‘(1) establish a national bond volume cap 
based on the greater of— 

‘‘(A) the State population formula ap-
proach in section 146(d)(1)(A) (using national 
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tribal population estimates supplied annu-
ally by the Department of the Interior in 
consultation with the Census Bureau), and 

‘‘(B) the minimum State ceiling amount in 
section 146(d)(1)(B) (as adjusted in accord-
ance with the cost of living provision in sec-
tion 146(d)(2)), and 

‘‘(2) allocate such national bond volume 
cap among all Indian tribal governments 
seeking such an allocation in a particular 
year under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary.’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF ESSENTIAL GOVERNMENTAL 
FUNCTION REQUIREMENTS.—Section 7871 is 
further amended by striking subsections (b) 
and (e). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) SUBSECTION (a).—The amendment made 

by subsection (a) shall apply to obligations 
issued in calendar years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) SUBSECTION (b).—The repeals made by 
subsection (b) shall apply to transactions 
after, and obligations issued in calendar 
years beginning after, the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SEC. l. TREATMENT OF PENSION AND EM-
PLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS MAIN-
TAINED BY TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) QUALIFIED PUBLIC SAFETY EMPLOYEE.— 

Section 72(t)(10)(B) (defining qualified public 
safety employee) is amended by— 

(A) striking ‘‘or political subdivision of a 
State’’ and inserting ‘‘, political subdivision 
of a State, or Indian tribe’’; and 

(B) striking ‘‘such State or political sub-
division’’ and inserting ‘‘such State, political 
subdivision, or tribe’’. 

(2) GOVERNMENTAL PLAN.—The last sen-
tence of section 414(d) (defining govern-
mental plan) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘The term ‘governmental plan’ includes a 
plan established or maintained for its em-
ployees by an Indian tribal government (as 
defined in section 7701(a)(40)), a subdivision 
of an Indian tribal government (determined 
in accordance with section 7871(d)), an agen-
cy, instrumentality, or subdivision of an In-
dian tribal government, or an entity estab-
lished under Federal, State, or tribal law 
which is wholly owned or controlled by any 
of the foregoing.’’. 

(3) DOMESTIC RELATIONS ORDER.—Section 
414(p)(1)(B)(ii) (defining domestic relations 
order) is amended by inserting ‘‘or tribal’’ 
after ‘‘State’’. 

(4) EXEMPT GOVERNMENTAL DEFERRED COM-
PENSATION PLAN.—Section 3121(v)(3) (defining 
governmental deferred compensation plan) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘by an Indian tribal 
government or subdivision thereof,’’ after 
‘‘political subdivision thereof,’’. 

(5) GRANDFATHER OF CERTAIN DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION PLANS.—Section 457 is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(h) CERTAIN TRIBAL GOVERNMENT PLANS 
GRANDFATHERED.—Plans established before 
the date of enactment of this subsection and 
maintained by an Indian tribal government 
(as defined in section 7701(a)(40)), a subdivi-
sion of an Indian tribal government (deter-
mined in accordance with section 7871(d)), an 
agency, instrumentality, or subdivision of an 
Indian tribal government, or an entity estab-
lished under Federal, State, or tribal law 
which is wholly owned or controlled by any 
of the foregoing, in compliance with sub-
section (b) or (f) shall be treated as if estab-
lished by an eligible employer under sub-
section (e)(1)(A).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to years be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

SEC. l. TREATMENT OF TRIBAL FOUNDATIONS 
AND CHARITIES LIKE CHARITIES 
FUNDED AND CONTROLLED BY 
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL FUNDERS 
AND SPONSORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 170(b)(1)(A) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (vi), the term ‘gov-
ernmental unit’ includes an Indian tribal 
government (determined in accordance with 
section 7871(d)), an agency, instrumentality, 
or subdivision of an Indian tribal govern-
ment, or an entity established under Fed-
eral, State, or tribal law which is wholly 
owned or controlled by any of the fore-
going.’’. 

(b) CERTAIN SUPPORTING ORGANIZATIONS.— 
Section 509(a) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘For purposes of para-
graph (3), an organization described in para-
graph (2) shall be deemed to include an In-
dian tribal government (determined in ac-
cordance with section 7871(d)), an agency, in-
strumentality, or subdivision of an Indian 
tribal government, or an entity established 
under Federal, State, or tribal law which is 
wholly owned or controlled by any of the 
foregoing.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. l. RECOGNIZING INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN-

MENTS FOR PURPOSES OF DETER-
MINING UNDER THE ADOPTION 
CREDIT WHETHER A CHILD HAS SPE-
CIAL NEEDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 23(d)(3) (defining 
child with special needs) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or 
Indian tribal government’’ after ‘‘a State’’; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘or 
Indian tribal government’’ after ‘‘such 
State’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SA 1734. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself 
and Mr. HELLER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. TECHNOLOGIES FOR ENERGY JOBS 

AND SECURITY. 
(a) EXTENSION AND PHASEOUT OF RESIDEN-

TIAL ENERGY EFFICIENT PROPERTY.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—Section 25D(h) is amended 

by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016 (December 31, 
2021, in the case of any qualified solar elec-
tric property expenditures and qualified 
solar water heating property expenditures)’’, 
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2021’’. 

(2) PHASEOUT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraphs (3), (4), and 

(5) of section 25D(a) are amended by striking 
‘‘30 percent’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘the applicable percentage’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
25D(g) is amended by striking ‘‘paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect on 
January 1, 2017. 

(b) EXTENSION AND PHASEOUT OF ENERGY 
CREDIT.— 

(1) CREDIT PERCENTAGE FOR GEOTHERMAL 
ENERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(a)(2)(A)(i)(II) 

is amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (3)(A)(i)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘clause (i) or (iii) of paragraph 
(3)(A)’’. 

(2) EXTENSION OF SOLAR AND THERMAL EN-
ERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(a)(3)(A) is 
amended— 

(A) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘periods end-
ing before January 1, 2017’’ and inserting 
‘‘property the construction of which begins 
before January 1, 2022’’; and 

(B) in clause (vii) by striking ‘‘periods end-
ing before January 1, 2017’’ and inserting 
‘‘property the construction of which begins 
before January 1, 2022’’. 

(3) PHASEOUT OF 30-PERCENT CREDIT RATE 
FOR GEOTHERMAL ENERGY PROPERTY.—Section 
48(a)(6) is amended— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘AND GEO-
THERMAL’’ after ‘‘SOLAR’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (3)(A)(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘clause (i) or 
(iii) of paragraph (3)(A)’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘prop-
erty energy property described in paragraph 
(3)(A)(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘energy property de-
scribed in clause (i) or (iii) of paragraph 
(3)(A)’’. 

(4) PHASEOUT OF 30-PERCENT CREDIT RATE 
FOR FIBER-OPTIC SOLAR, QUALIFIED FUEL CELL, 
AND QUALIFIED SMALL WIND ENERGY PROP-
ERTY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 48(a) is amended 
by adding the following: 

‘‘(7) PHASEOUT FOR FIBER-OPTIC SOLAR, 
QUALIFIED FUEL CELL, AND QUALIFIED SMALL 
WIND ENERGY PROPERTY.—In the case of any 
energy property described in paragraph 
(3)(A)(ii), qualified fuel cell property, or 
qualified small wind property, the energy 
percentage determined under paragraph (2) 
shall be equal to— 

‘‘(A) in the case of any property the con-
struction of which begins after December 31, 
2019, and before January 1, 2021, 26 percent, 
and 

‘‘(B) in the case of any property the con-
struction of which begins after December 31, 
2020, and before January 1, 2022, 22 percent.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
48(a)(2)(A) is amended by striking ‘‘para-
graph (6)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (6) and 
(7)’’. 

(5) EXTENSION OF QUALIFIED FUEL CELL 
PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(1)(D) is amended by 
striking ‘‘for any period after December 31, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘the construction of 
which does not begin before January 1, 2022’’. 

(6) EXTENSION OF QUALIFIED MICROTURBINE 
PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(2)(D) is amended by 
striking ‘‘for any period after December 31, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘the construction of 
which does not begin before January 1, 2022’’. 

(7) EXTENSION OF COMBINED HEAT AND POWER 
SYSTEM PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(3)(A)(iv) is 
amended by striking ‘‘which is placed in 
service before January 1, 2017’’ and inserting 
‘‘the construction of which begins before 
January 1, 2022’’. 

(8) EXTENSION OF QUALIFIED SMALL WIND EN-
ERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(4)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘for any period after 
December 31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘the con-
struction of which does not begin before Jan-
uary 1, 2022’’. 

(9) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect on 
January 1, 2017. 

(c) WASTE HEAT TO POWER PROPERTY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) INTRODUCTION OF WASTE TO HEAT POWER 

ENERGY PROPERTY.—Section 48(a)(3)(A) is 
amended— 

(i) at the end of clause (vi) by striking 
‘‘or’’; and 

(ii) at the end of clause (vii) by inserting 
‘‘or’’ after the comma; and 

(iii) by adding the following: 
‘‘(viii) waste heat to power property,’’. 
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(B) DEFINITIONS AND LIMITATIONS.—Section 

48(c) is amended by adding the following: 
‘‘(5) WASTE HEAT TO POWER PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘waste heat to 

power property’ means property— 
‘‘(i) comprising a system which generates 

electricity through the recovery of a quali-
fied waste heat resource, and 

‘‘(ii) the construction of which begins be-
fore January 1, 2022. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED WASTE HEAT RESOURCE.— 
The term ‘qualified waste heat resource’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) exhaust heat or flared gas from an in-
dustrial process that does not have, as its 
primary purpose, the production of elec-
tricity, and 

‘‘(ii) a pressure drop in any gas for an in-
dustrial or commercial process. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a)(1), the basis of any waste heat to 
power property taken into account under 
this section shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(I) the basis of such property, over 
‘‘(II) the fair market value of comparable 

property which does not have the capacity to 
capture and convert a qualified waste heat 
resource to electricity. 

‘‘(ii) CAPACITY LIMITATION.—The term 
‘waste heat to power property’ shall not in-
clude any property comprising a system if 
such system has a capacity in excess of 50 
megawatts.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to peri-
ods after December 31, 2016, in taxable years 
ending after such date, under rules similar to 
the rules of section 48(m) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (as in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of the Rev-
enue Reconciliation Act of 1990). 

(d) MODIFICATIONS OF CREDIT FOR PRODUC-
TION FROM ADVANCED NUCLEAR POWER FA-
CILITIES.— 

(1) TREATMENT OF UNUTILIZED LIMITATION 
AMOUNTS.—Section 45J(b) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or any 
amendment to’’ after ‘‘enactment of’’, and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) ALLOCATION OF UNUTILIZED LIMITA-
TION.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any unutilized national 
megawatt capacity limitation shall be allo-
cated by the Secretary under paragraph (3) 
as rapidly as is practicable after December 
31, 2020— 

‘‘(i) first to facilities placed in service on 
or before such date to the extent that such 
facilities did not receive an allocation equal 
to their full nameplate capacity, and 

‘‘(ii) then to facilities placed in service 
after such date in the order in which such fa-
cilities are placed in service. 

‘‘(B) UNUTILIZED NATIONAL MEGAWATT CA-
PACITY LIMITATION.—The term ‘unutilized na-
tional megawatt capacity limitation’ means 
the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(i) 6,000 megawatts, over 
‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount of national 

megawatt capacity limitation allocated by 
the Secretary before January 1, 2021, reduced 
by any amount of such limitation which was 
allocated to a facility which was not placed 
in service before such date. 

‘‘(C) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROVI-
SIONS.—In the case of any unutilized national 
megawatt capacity limitation allocated by 
the Secretary pursuant to this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) such allocation shall be treated for 
purposes of this section in the same manner 
as an allocation of national megawatt capac-
ity limitation, and 

‘‘(ii) subsection (d)(1)(B) shall not apply to 
any facility which receives such alloca-
tion.’’. 

(2) TRANSFER OF CREDIT BY CERTAIN PUBLIC 
ENTITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 45J is amended— 
(i) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-

section (f), and 
(ii) by inserting after subsection (d) the 

following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) TRANSFER OF CREDIT BY CERTAIN PUB-
LIC ENTITIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If, with respect to a cred-
it under subsection (a) for any taxable year— 

‘‘(A) the taxpayer would be a qualified pub-
lic entity, and 

‘‘(B) such entity elects the application of 
this paragraph for such taxable year with re-
spect to all (or any portion specified in such 
election) of such credit, 
the eligible project partner specified in such 
election (and not the qualified public entity) 
shall be treated as the taxpayer for purposes 
of this title with respect to such credit (or 
such portion thereof). 

‘‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 

‘‘(A) QUALIFIED PUBLIC ENTITY.—The term 
‘qualified public entity’ means— 

‘‘(i) a Federal, State, or local government 
entity, or any political subdivision, agency, 
or instrumentality thereof, 

‘‘(ii) a mutual or cooperative electric com-
pany described in section 501(c)(12) or section 
1381(a)(2), or 

‘‘(iii) a not-for-profit electric utility which 
has or had received a loan or loan guarantee 
under the Rural Electrification Act of 1936. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE PROJECT PARTNER.—The term 
‘eligible project partner’ means— 

‘‘(i) any person responsible for, or partici-
pating in, the design or construction of the 
advanced nuclear power facility to which the 
credit under subsection (a) relates, 

‘‘(ii) any person who participates in the 
provision of the nuclear steam supply system 
to the advanced nuclear power facility to 
which the credit under subsection (a) relates, 

‘‘(iii) any person who participates in the 
provision of nuclear fuel to the advanced nu-
clear power facility to which the credit 
under subsection (a) relates, or 

‘‘(iv) any person who has an ownership in-
terest in such facility. 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(A) APPLICATION TO PARTNERSHIPS.—In the 

case of a credit under subsection (a) which is 
determined at the partnership level— 

‘‘(i) for purposes of paragraph (1)(A), a 
qualified public entity shall be treated as the 
taxpayer with respect to such entity’s dis-
tributive share of such credit, and 

‘‘(ii) the term ‘eligible project partner’ 
shall include any partner of the partnership. 

‘‘(B) TAXABLE YEAR IN WHICH CREDIT TAKEN 
INTO ACCOUNT.—In the case of any credit (or 
portion thereof) with respect to which an 
election is made under paragraph (1), such 
credit shall be taken into account in the 
first taxable year of the eligible project part-
ner ending with, or after, the qualified public 
entity’s taxable year with respect to which 
the credit was determined. 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF TRANSFER UNDER PRI-
VATE USE RULES.—For purposes of section 
141(b)(1), any benefit derived by an eligible 
project partner in connection with an elec-
tion under this subsection shall not be taken 
into account as a private business use.’’. 

(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR PROCEEDS OF TRANS-
FERS FOR MUTUAL OR COOPERATIVE ELECTRIC 
COMPANIES.—Section 501(c)(12) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(I) In the case of a mutual or cooperative 
electric company described in this paragraph 
or an organization described in section 
1381(a)(2), income received or accrued in con-
nection with an election under section 
45J(e)(1) shall be treated as an amount col-

lected from members for the sole purpose of 
meeting losses and expenses.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(A) TREATMENT OF UNUTILIZED LIMITATION 

AMOUNTS.—The amendment made by para-
graph (1) shall take effect on the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(B) TRANSFER OF CREDIT BY CERTAIN PUBLIC 
ENTITIES.—The amendments made by para-
graph (2) shall apply to taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1735. Mr. ROUNDS (for himself, 
Mr. HATCH, Mr. PERDUE, and Mr. 
CRAPO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 171, beginning with line 17, strike 
all through page 172, line 17, and insert the 
following: 

‘‘(b) INCLUSION NOT LATER THAN FOR FINAN-
CIAL ACCOUNTING PURPOSES.— 

‘‘(1) INCOME TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT IN FINAN-
CIAL STATEMENT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxpayer 
the taxable income of which is computed 
under an accrual method of accounting, the 
all events test with respect to any item of 
gross income (or portion thereof) shall not be 
treated as met any later than when such 
item (or portion thereof) is taken into ac-
count as revenue in— 

‘‘(i) an applicable financial statement of 
the taxpayer, or 

‘‘(ii) such other financial statement as the 
Secretary may specify for purposes of this 
subsection. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—This paragraph shall not 
apply to— 

‘‘(i) a taxpayer which does not have a fi-
nancial statement described in clause (i) or 
(ii) of subparagraph (A) for a taxable year, or 

‘‘(ii) any item of gross income in connec-
tion with a mortgage servicing contract. 

‘‘(C) ALL EVENTS TEST.—For purposes of 
this section, the all events test is met with 
respect to any item of gross income if all the 
events have occurred which fix the right to 
receive such income and the amount of such 
income can be determined with reasonable 
accuracy. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION WITH SPECIAL METHODS 
OF ACCOUNTING.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply with respect to any item of gross in-
come for which the taxpayer uses a special 
method of accounting provided under any 
other provision of this chapter, other than 
any provision of part V of subchapter P (ex-
cept as provided in clause (ii) of paragraph 
(1)(B)). 

SA 1736. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 34, line 23, strike ‘‘trust or’’. 

SA 1737. Mr. ALEXANDER (for him-
self and Mr. GARDNER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 306, strike line 16 and insert the 
following: 
‘‘able year with respect to such institution. 

‘‘(3) EXEMPT PURPOSE ASSETS.—For pur-
poses of subsection (b)(1)(C), the amount of 
assets treated as being used directly in car-
rying out the institution’s exempt purpose 
shall include— 

‘‘(A) the fair market value of tangible and 
real property assets of the institution, 

‘‘(B) financial assets of the institution 
which are subject to restrictions for use sole-
ly for financial aid or other educational or 
research activities of the institution, and 

‘‘(C) assets designated by the institution’s 
governing board to be used solely for specific 
purposes which are directly related to the in-
stitution’s exempt purpose.’’. 

SA 1738. Mr. ALEXANDER (for him-
self, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. ISAKSON, and 
Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1618 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL 
(for Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to ti-
tles II and V of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2018; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 305, line 1, strike ‘‘$250,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$500,000’’. 

SA 1739. Mr. UDALL (for himself, Mr. 
HEINRICH, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. BENNET) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1618 pro-
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
HATCH (for himself and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to titles II 
and V of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2018; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 20004. FUNDING FOR THE PAYMENT IN LIEU 

OF TAXES PROGRAM. 
Section 6906 of title 31, United States Code, 

is amended in the matter preceding para-
graph (1), by striking ‘‘each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2014’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 
2018 and each fiscal year thereafter’’. 
SEC. 20005. PERMANENT AUTHORIZATION FOR 

THE SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND 
COMMUNITY SELF-DETERMINATION 
ACT OF 2000. 

(a) SECURE PAYMENTS FOR STATES AND 
COUNTIES CONTAINING FEDERAL LAND.— 

(1) CALCULATION OF PAYMENTS.—Section 101 
of the Secure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 
7111) is amended by striking ‘‘of fiscal years 
2008 through 2015’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘fiscal year’’. 

(2) ELECTIONS.—Section 102(b)(2)(B) of the 
Secure Rural Schools and Community Self- 
Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 
7112(b)(2)(B)) is amended by striking 
‘‘through fiscal year 2015’’. 

(3) NOTIFICATION OF ELECTION.—Section 
102(d)(1)(E) of the Secure Rural Schools and 
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 
(16 U.S.C. 7112(d)(1)(E)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘fiscal years 2014 and 2015’’ and inserting 

‘‘fiscal year 2014 and each fiscal year there-
after’’. 

(4) DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE 
COUNTIES.—Section 103(d)(2) of the Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7113(d)(2)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘each of fiscal years 
2011 through 2015’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 
2011 and each fiscal year thereafter’’. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT SPECIAL 
PROJECTS ON FEDERAL LAND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secure Rural Schools 
and Community Self-Determination Act of 
2000 is amended by striking section 208 (16 
U.S.C. 7128). 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 207 
of the Secure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 
7127) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Subject 
to section 208, if’’ and inserting ‘‘If’’; and 

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘Subject 
to section 208, any’’ and inserting ‘‘any’’. 

(c) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The Se-
cure Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act of 2000 is amended by strik-
ing section 304 (16 U.S.C. 7144). 
SEC. 20006. CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

Section 11(b) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 (as amended by section 13001(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘20 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘20.1 percent’’. 

SA 1740. Ms. COLLINS (for herself 
and Mr. KING) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 2. REFUNDABILITY OF CHILD AND DEPEND-

ENT CARE TAX CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended— 
(1) by redesignating section 21 as section 

36C, and 
(2) by moving section 36C, as so redesig-

nated, from subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 to the location imme-
diately before section 37 in subpart C of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 23(f) is amended 

by striking ‘‘21(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘36C(e)’’. 
(2) Paragraph (6) of section 35(g) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘21(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘36C(e)’’. 
(3) Paragraph (1) of section 36C(a) (as redes-

ignated by subsection (a)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘this chapter’’ and inserting ‘‘this 
subtitle’’. 

(4) Subparagraph (C) of section 129(a)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21(e)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 36C(e)’’. 

(5) Paragraph (2) of section 129(b) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 21(d)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C(d)(2)’’. 

(6) Paragraph (1) of section 129(e) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 21(b)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C(b)(2)’’. 

(7) Subsection (e) of section 213 is amended 
by striking ‘‘section 21’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 36C’’. 

(8) Subparagraph (H) of section 6213(g)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C’’. 

(9) Subparagraph (L) of section 6213(g)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21, 24, or 32,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 24, 32, or 36C,’’. 

(10) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 

(11) The table of sections for subpart C of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 36B the following: 
‘‘Sec. 36C. Expenses for household and de-

pendent care services necessary 
for gainful employment.’’. 

(12) The table of sections for subpart A of 
such part IV is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 21. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1741. Ms. COLLINS (for herself 
and Mr. KING) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 2. REFUNDABILITY OF CHILD AND DEPEND-

ENT CARE TAX CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended— 
(1) by redesignating section 21 as section 

36C, and 
(2) by moving section 36C, as so redesig-

nated, from subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 to the location imme-
diately before section 37 in subpart C of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 23(f) is amended 

by striking ‘‘21(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘36C(e)’’. 
(2) Paragraph (6) of section 35(g) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘21(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘36C(e)’’. 
(3) Paragraph (1) of section 36C(a) (as redes-

ignated by subsection (a)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘this chapter’’ and inserting ‘‘this 
subtitle’’. 

(4) Subparagraph (C) of section 129(a)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21(e)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 36C(e)’’. 

(5) Paragraph (2) of section 129(b) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 21(d)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C(d)(2)’’. 

(6) Paragraph (1) of section 129(e) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 21(b)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C(b)(2)’’. 

(7) Subsection (e) of section 213 is amended 
by striking ‘‘section 21’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 36C’’. 

(8) Subparagraph (H) of section 6213(g)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C’’. 

(9) Subparagraph (L) of section 6213(g)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 21, 24, or 32,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 24, 32, or 36C,’’. 

(10) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 

(11) The table of sections for subpart C of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 36B the following: 
‘‘Sec. 36C. Expenses for household and de-

pendent care services necessary 
for gainful employment.’’. 

(12) The table of sections for subpart A of 
such part IV is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 21. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a), (b), and (c) shall 
apply to taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2017. 

SA 1742. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. TREATMENT OF INDIAN TRIBES AS 

STATES WITH RESPECT TO BOND 
ISSUANCE. 

(a) REPEAL OF ESSENTIAL GOVERNMENTAL 
FUNCTION REQUIREMENT.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 7871(c) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
103 shall apply to any obligation (not de-
scribed in paragraph (2)) issued by an Indian 
tribal government (or subdivision thereof) 
except in the case of any obligation issued as 
part of an issue if any portion of the pro-
ceeds of such issue are used to finance— 

‘‘(A) any portion of a building in which 
class II or class III gaming (as defined in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act) 
is conducted or housed or any other property 
actually used in the conduct of such gaming, 
or 

‘‘(B) any facility located outside the Indian 
reservation (as defined in section 168(j)(6)).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued in calendar years beginning 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 1743. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 1llll. MODIFICATIONS TO CORPORATE 

TAX RATE AND EXPENSING. 

(a) INCREASE IN CORPORATE TAX RATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(b), as amended 

by section 13001, is amended by striking ‘‘20 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘21 percent’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2018. 

(b) EXTENSION OF 100 PERCENT EXPENSING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(k), as amend-

ed by section 13201 of this Act, is amended— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘JANUARY 1, 

2023’’ and inserting ‘‘JANUARY 1, 2027’’, 
(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)(iii), clauses (i)(III) 

and (ii) of subparagraph (B), and subpara-
graph (E)(i), by striking ‘‘January 1, 2023’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2027’’, and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (i)(II), by striking ‘‘January 1, 

2024’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2028’’, and 
(II) in the heading of clause (ii), by strik-

ing ‘‘PRE-JANUARY 1, 2023’’ and inserting ‘‘PRE- 
JANUARY 1, 2027’’, and 

(C) in paragraph (5)(A), by striking ‘‘Janu-
ary 1, 2023’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2027’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Clause (ii) of 
section 460(c)(6)(B) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2023 (January 1, 2024’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘January 1, 2027 (January 1, 2028’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATES.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the amendments made by sec-
tion 13201 of this Act. 

SA 1744. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 11051 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. ELIMINATION OF WAGERING LOSS 

DEDUCTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 

165 is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(d) NO DEDUCTION OF WAGERING LOSSES.— 

Losses from wagering transactions shall not 
be allowed.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1745. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 50, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

(3) RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONTRIBUTION LIMI-
TATION.—Paragraph (2) of section 529A(b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘A designated beneficiary (or a person acting 
on behalf of such beneficiary) shall maintain 
adequate records for purposes of ensuring, 
and shall be responsible for ensuring, that 
the requirements of subparagraph (B)(ii) are 
met.’’ 

SA 1746. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. llll. TERMINATION OF CREDIT FOR NEW 

QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 
DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by 
striking section 30D (and by striking the 
item relating to such section in the table of 
sections for such subpart). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(b) is amended by striking 

paragraph (35). 
(2) Section 1016(a) is amended by striking 

paragraph (37). 
(3) Section 6501(m) is amended by striking 

‘‘30D(e)(4),’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to vehicles 
placed in service in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1747. Mr. ALEXANDER submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart A of part V of sub-
title C of title I, add the following: 
SEC. 13405. TERMINATION OF CREDIT FOR ELEC-

TRICITY PRODUCED FROM WIND. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 

45(d) is amended by striking ‘‘2020’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (5) of section 45(b) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘shall be reduced by’’ and all 
that follows through the period and inserting 
‘‘shall be reduced by 20 percent in the case of 
any facility the construction of which begins 
after December 31, 2016, and before January 
1, 2018.’’. 

(2) Clause (ii) of section 48(a)(5)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2020’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2018’’. 

(3) Subparagraph (E) of section 48(a)(5) is 
amended by striking ‘‘shall be reduced by’’ 
and all that follows through the period and 
inserting ‘‘shall be reduced by 20 percent in 
the case of any facility the construction of 
which begins after December 31, 2016, and be-
fore January 1, 2018.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to electricity produced 
and sold in taxable years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) TREATMENT AS ENERGY PROPERTY.—The 
amendments made by paragraphs (2) and (3) 
of subsection (b) shall apply to property 
placed in service in taxable years beginning 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 1748. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. CASEY, and Ms. STA-
BENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, to provide for reconciliation 
pursuant to titles II and V of the con-
current resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2018; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of part IX of subtitle C of title 
I, insert the following new subpart: 

Subpart C—Incentives for Economic 
Development 

CHAPTER 1—REHABILITATION CREDIT 
SEC. 13901. INCREASE IN THE REHABILITATION 

CREDIT FOR CERTAIN SMALL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE REGARDING CERTAIN 
SMALL PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied rehabilitated building or portion there-
of— 

‘‘(A) which is placed in service after the 
date of the enactment of this subsection, and 

‘‘(B) which is a small project, 
subsection (a)(2) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘30 percent’ for ‘20 percent’. 

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM CREDIT.—The credit under 
this section (after application of this sub-
section) with respect to any project for all 
taxable years shall not exceed $750,000. 

‘‘(3) SMALL PROJECT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, the term ‘small project’ means any 
certified historic structure or portion there-
of if— 

‘‘(i) the total qualified rehabilitation ex-
penditures taken into account for purposes 
of this section with respect to the rehabilita-
tion do not exceed $3,750,000, and 

‘‘(ii) no credit was allowed under this sec-
tion for either of the two immediately pre-
ceding taxable years with respect to such 
building. 

‘‘(B) PROGRESS EXPENDITURES.—Credit al-
lowable by reason of subsection (d) shall not 
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be taken into account under subparagraph 
(A)(ii).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to periods 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
under rules similar to the rules of section 
48(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(as in effect on the day before the date of the 
enactment of the Revenue Reconciliation 
Act of 1990). 

SEC. 13902. ALLOWANCE FOR THE TRANSFER OF 
CREDITS FOR CERTAIN SMALL 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47(e) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as added by section 
13901, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) TRANSFER OF SMALL PROJECT CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B) and such regulations or other guidance as 
the Secretary may provide, the taxpayer 
may transfer to any other taxpayer all or a 
portion of the credit allowable to the tax-
payer under subsection (a) for a small 
project. 

‘‘(B) CERTIFICATION.—A transfer under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be accompanied by a cer-
tificate which includes— 

‘‘(i) the certification for the certified his-
toric structure, 

‘‘(ii) the taxpayer’s name, address, and tax 
identification number, 

‘‘(iii) the transferee’s name, address, and 
tax identification number, 

‘‘(iv) the date of project completion and 
the amount of credit being transferred, and 

‘‘(v) such other information as may be re-
quired by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) CREDIT MAY ONLY BE TRANSFERRED 
ONCE.—A credit transferred under subpara-
graph (A) is not transferable by the trans-
feree to any other taxpayer. 

‘‘(D) TAX TREATMENT OF TRANSFER.— 
‘‘(i) DISALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION.—No de-

duction shall be allowed for any amount of 
consideration paid or incurred by the trans-
feree in return for the transfer of any credit 
under this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—The amount 
of credit transferred under subparagraph 
(A)— 

‘‘(I) shall not be allowed to the transferor 
for any taxable year, and 

‘‘(II) shall be allowable to the transferee as 
a credit under this section for the taxable 
year of the transferee in which such credit is 
transferred. 

‘‘(E) RECAPTURE AND OTHER SPECIAL 
RULES.—For purposes of section 50, the trans-
feree of a credit with respect to a smaller 
project under this paragraph shall be treated 
as the taxpayer with respect to the smaller 
project. 

‘‘(F) INFORMATION REPORTING.—The trans-
feror and the transferee shall each make 
such reports regarding the transfer of an 
amount of credit under subparagraph (A), 
and containing such information, as the Sec-
retary may require. The reports required by 
this subparagraph shall be filed at such time 
and in such manner as may be required by 
the Secretary.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to periods 
after December 31, 2016. 

SEC. 13903. INCREASING THE TYPE OF BUILD-
INGS ELIGIBLE FOR REHABILITA-
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47(c)(1)(C)(i)(I) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by inserting ‘‘50 percent of’’ before ‘‘the ad-
justed basis’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2016. 

SEC. 13904. REDUCTION OF BASIS ADJUSTMENT 
FOR REHABILITATION PROPERTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 50(c) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(6) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO THE REHA-
BILITATION CREDIT.—In the case of any reha-
bilitation credit— 

‘‘(A) only 50 percent of such credit shall be 
taken into account under paragraph (1), and 

‘‘(B) only 50 percent of any recapture 
amount attributable to such credit shall be 
taken into account under paragraph (2).’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH BASIS ADJUST-
MENT.—Subsection (d) of section 50 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sen-
tence: ‘‘For purposes of paragraph (5), in ap-
plying the provisions of section 48(d)(5)(B) 
(as so in effect) to a lease of property eligible 
for the credit under section 47, gross income 
of the lessee of such property shall include, 
ratably over the shortest recovery period ap-
plicable to such property under section 168, 
an amount equal to 50 percent of the amount 
of the credit allowable under section 38 to 
such lessee with respect to such property.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 13905. MODIFICATIONS REGARDING CER-

TAIN TAX-EXEMPT USE PROPERTY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47(c)(2)(B)(v)(I) of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by inserting ‘‘, and subclauses (I), (II), and 
(III) of section 168(h)(1)(B)(ii) shall not 
apply’’ after ‘‘thereof’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
CHAPTER 2—NEW MARKETS TAX CREDIT 

SEC. 13911. PERMANENT EXTENSION OF NEW 
MARKETS TAX CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (G) of sec-

tion 45D(f)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘for each of cal-
endar years 2010 through 2019’’ and inserting 
‘‘for calendar year 2010 and each calendar 
year thereafter’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
45D(f)(3) of such Code is amended by striking 
the last sentence. 

(b) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.—Subsection (f) 
of section 45D of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any cal-

endar year beginning after 2016, the dollar 
amount in paragraph (1)(G) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year, determined by substituting ‘calendar 
year 2000’ for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subpara-
graph (B) thereof. 

‘‘(B) ROUNDING RULE.—Any increase under 
subparagraph (A) which is not a multiple of 
$1,000,000 shall be rounded to the nearest 
multiple of $1,000,000.’’. 

(c) ALLOCATIONS DESIGNATED FOR AREAS 
IMPACTED BY DECLINE IN MANUFACTURING.— 
Section 45D(f) of such Code, as amended by 
subsection (b), is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) ALLOCATIONS FOR AREAS IMPACTED BY 
DECLINE IN MANUFACTURING.—The new mar-
kets tax credit limitation otherwise deter-
mined under paragraph (1) for each calendar 
year shall be increased by $1,000,000,000. A 
qualified community development entity 
shall be eligible for an allocation under para-
graph (2) of the increase described in the pre-

ceding sentence only if a significant mission 
of such entity is providing investments and 
services to persons in the trade or business 
of manufacturing products in communities 
which have suffered major manufacturing 
job losses or a major manufacturing job loss 
event, as designated by the Secretary. Para-
graph (3) shall be applied separately with re-
spect to the increase provided under this 
paragraph.’’. 

(d) ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX RELIEF.— 
Subparagraph (B) of section 38(c)(4) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by redesignating clauses (v) through (xi) 
as clauses (vi) through (xii), respectively, 
and 

(2) by inserting after clause (iv) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(v) the credit determined under section 
45D, but only with respect to credits deter-
mined with respect to qualified equity in-
vestments (as defined in section 45D(b)) ini-
tially made after December 31, 2016,’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2016. 

(2) ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX RELIEF.—The 
amendments made by subsection (d) shall 
apply to credits determined with respect to 
qualified equity investments (as defined in 
section 45D(b) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986) initially made after December 31, 
2016. 
CHAPTER 3—LOW INCOME HOUSING TAX 

CREDIT 
SEC. 13921. INCREASES IN STATE ALLOCATIONS. 

(a) PHASE-IN OF INCREASES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section 

42(h)(3)(C) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$1.75’’ in subclause (I) and 
inserting ‘‘the per capita dollar amount’’, 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$2,000,000’’ in subclause (II) 
and inserting ‘‘the minimum ceiling 
amount’’. 

(2) PER CAPITA DOLLAR AMOUNT; MINIMUM 
CEILING AMOUNT.—Subparagraph (I) of section 
42(h)(3) of such Code is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(I) PER CAPITA DOLLAR AMOUNT; MINIMUM 
CEILING AMOUNT.—For purposes of this para-
graph— 

‘‘(i) PER CAPITA DOLLAR AMOUNT.—The per 
capita dollar amount is— 

‘‘(I) for calendar year 2017, $2.35, 
‘‘(II) for calendar year 2018, $2.59, 
‘‘(III) for calendar year 2019, $2.82, 
‘‘(IV) for calendar year 2020, $3.06, 
‘‘(V) for calendar year 2021, $3.29, and 
‘‘(VI) $3.53 thereafter. 
‘‘(ii) MINIMUM CEILING AMOUNT.—The min-

imum ceiling amount is— 
‘‘(I) for calendar year 2017, $2,710,000, 
‘‘(II) for calendar year 2018, $2,981,000, 
‘‘(III) for calendar year 2019, $3,252,000, 
‘‘(IV) for calendar year 2020, $3,523,000, 
‘‘(V) for calendar year 2021, $3,794,000, and 
‘‘(VI) $4,065,000 thereafter.’’. 
(3) MODIFICATION OF COST-OF-LIVING ADJUST-

MENT.—Subparagraph (H) of section 42(h)(3) 
of such Code is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘2002’’ in clause (i) and in-
serting ‘‘2017’’, 

(B) by striking ‘‘the $2,000,000 and $1.75 
amounts in subparagraph (C)’’ in clause (i) 
and inserting ‘‘the dollar amounts applicable 
to such calendar year under clauses (i) and 
(ii) of subparagraph (I)’’, 

(C) by striking ‘‘2001’’ in clause (i)(II) and 
inserting ‘‘2016’’, 

(D) by striking ‘‘$2,000,000’’ in clause (ii)(I) 
and inserting ‘‘minimum ceiling’’, and 

(E) by striking ‘‘$1.75’’ in clause (ii)(II) and 
inserting ‘‘per capita dollar’’. 
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(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this subsection shall apply to cal-
endar years beginning after December 31, 
2017. 

(b) PERMANENT INCREASES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section 

42(h)(3)(C) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended by subsection (a)(1), is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘the per capita dollar 
amount’’ in subclause (I) and inserting 
‘‘$3.53’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the minimum ceiling 
amount’’ in subclause (II) and inserting 
‘‘$4,065,000’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(3) of section 42(h) of such Code is amended 
by striking subparagraph (I), as amended by 
subsection (a)(2). 

(3) COST-OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENT.—Subpara-
graph (H) of section 42(h)(3) of such Code, as 
amended by subsection (a)(3), is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘the dollar amounts appli-
cable to such calendar year under clauses (i) 
and (ii) of subparagraph (I)’’ in clause (i) and 
inserting ‘‘the $4,065,000 and $3.53 amounts in 
subparagraph (C)’’, 

(B) by striking ‘‘minimum ceiling’’ in 
clause (ii)(I) and inserting ‘‘$4,065,000’’, and 

(C) by striking ‘‘per capita dollar’’ in 
clause (ii)(II) and inserting ‘‘$3.53’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to cal-
endar years beginning after December 31, 
2022. 
SEC. 13922. AVERAGE INCOME TEST. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
42(g) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘subparagraph (A) or (B)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A), (B), or (C)’’, 
and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) AVERAGE INCOME TEST.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The project meets the 

minimum requirements of this subparagraph 
if 40 percent or more (25 percent or more in 
the case of a project described in section 
142(d)(6)) of the residential units in such 
project are both rent-restricted and occupied 
by individuals whose income does not exceed 
the imputed income limitation designated by 
the taxpayer with respect to the respective 
unit. 

‘‘(ii) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO INCOME 
LIMITATION.—For purposes of clause (i)— 

‘‘(I) DESIGNATION.—The taxpayer shall des-
ignate the imputed income limitation of 
each unit taken into account under such 
clause. 

‘‘(II) AVERAGE TEST.—The average of the 
imputed income limitations designated 
under subclause (I) shall not exceed 60 per-
cent of area median gross income. 

‘‘(III) 10-PERCENT INCREMENTS.—The des-
ignated imputed income limitation of any 
unit under subclause (I) shall be 20 percent, 
30 percent, 40 percent, 50 percent, 60 percent, 
70 percent, or 80 percent of area median gross 
income.’’. 

(b) RULES RELATING TO NEXT AVAILABLE 
UNIT.—Subparagraph (D) of section 42(g)(2) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amend-
ed— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘clause (ii)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘clauses (ii), (iii), and (iv)’’, 

(2) in clause (ii)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘If’’ and inserting ‘‘In the 

case of a project with respect to which the 
taxpayer elects the requirements of subpara-
graph (A) or (B) of paragraph (1), if’’, 

(B) by striking the second sentence, and 
(C) by striking ‘‘NEXT AVAILABLE UNIT 

MUST BE RENTED TO LOW-INCOME TENANT IF IN-
COME RISES ABOVE 140 PERCENT OF INCOME 
LIMIT’’ in the heading and inserting ‘‘RENTAL 

OF NEXT AVAILABLE UNIT IN CASE OF 20–50 OR 
40–60 TEST’’, and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
clauses: 

‘‘(iii) RENTAL OF NEXT AVAILABLE UNIT IN 
CASE OF AVERAGE INCOME TEST.—In the case 
of a project with respect to which the tax-
payer elects the requirements of subpara-
graph (C) of paragraph (1), if the income of 
the occupants of the unit increases above 140 
percent of the greater of— 

‘‘(I) 60 percent of area median gross in-
come, or 

‘‘(II) the imputed income limitation des-
ignated with respect to the unit under para-
graph (1)(C)(ii)(I), 
clause (i) shall cease to apply to any such 
unit if any residential rental unit in the 
building (of a size comparable to, or smaller 
than, such unit) is occupied by a new resi-
dent whose income exceeds the limitation 
described in clause (v). 

‘‘(iv) DEEP RENT SKEWED PROJECTS.—In the 
case of a project described in section 
142(d)(4)(B), clause (ii) or (iii), whichever is 
applicable, shall be applied by substituting 
‘170 percent’ for ‘140 percent’, and— 

‘‘(I) in the case of clause (ii), by sub-
stituting ‘any low-income unit in the build-
ing is occupied by a new resident whose in-
come exceeds 40 percent of area median gross 
income’ for ‘any residential rental unit’ and 
all that follows in such clause, and 

‘‘(II) in the case of clause (iii), by sub-
stituting ‘any low-income unit in the build-
ing is occupied by a new resident whose in-
come exceeds the lesser of 40 percent of area 
median gross income or the imputed income 
limitation designated with respect to such 
unit under paragraph (1)(C)(ii)(I)’ for ‘any 
residential rental unit’ and all that follows 
in such clause. 

‘‘(v) LIMITATION DESCRIBED.—For purposes 
of clause (iii), the limitation described in 
this clause with respect to any unit is— 

‘‘(I) the imputed income limitation des-
ignated with respect to such unit under para-
graph (1)(C)(ii)(I), in the case of a unit which 
was taken into account as a low-income unit 
prior to becoming vacant, and 

‘‘(II) the imputed income limitation which 
would have to be designated with respect to 
such unit under such paragraph in order for 
the project to continue to meet the require-
ments of paragraph (1)(C)(ii)(II), in the case 
of any other unit.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to elections 
made under section 42(g)(1) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 13923. UNIFORM INCOME ELIGIBILITY FOR 

RURAL PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (8) of section 

42(i) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by striking the second sentence. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13924. CODIFICATION OF RULES RELATING 

TO INCREASED TENANT INCOME. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (i) of section 

42(g)(2)(D) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended by this Act, is amended by 
striking ‘‘clauses (ii), (iii), and (iv)’’ and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘clauses (ii), (iii), 
(iv), and (vi), notwithstanding an increase in 
the income of the occupants above the in-
come limitation applicable under paragraph 
(1)— 

‘‘(I) a low-income unit shall continue to be 
treated as a low-income unit if the income of 
such occupants initially was 60 percent or 
less of area median gross income and such 
unit continues to be rent-restricted, and 

‘‘(II) a unit to which, at the time of initial 
occupancy by such occupants, any Federal, 

State, or local government income restric-
tion applied, and which subsequently be-
comes part of a building with respect to 
which rehabilitation expenditures are taken 
into account under subsection (e), shall be 
treated as a low-income unit if the income of 
such occupants initially was 60 percent or 
less of area median gross income and does 
not exceed 120 percent of area median gross 
income as of the date of acquisition of the 
property by the taxpayer.’’. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (D) of sec-
tion 42(g)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended by this Act, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(vi) EXCEPTION TO RULE RELATING TO IN-
CREASED TENANT INCOME.—In the case of an 
occupant of a low-income unit who initially 
qualified to occupy such unit by reason of 
paragraph (1)(C) with an income in excess of 
60 percent of area median gross income but 
not in excess of 80 percent of area median 
gross income, clause (i) shall be applied for 
substituting ‘80 percent’ for ‘60 percent’ each 
place it appears.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2016. 
SEC. 13925. MODIFICATION OF STUDENT OCCU-

PANCY RULES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (D) of sec-

tion 42(i)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) RULES RELATING TO STUDENTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A unit occupied solely by 

individuals who— 
‘‘(I) have not attained age 24, and 
‘‘(II) are enrolled in a full-time course of 

study at an institution of higher education 
(as defined in section 3304(f)), 
shall not be treated as a low-income unit. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN FEDERAL PRO-
GRAMS.—In the case of a federally assisted 
building (as defined in subsection 
(d)(6)(C)(i)), clause (i) shall not apply to a 
unit the occupants of which meet all require-
ments applicable under the housing program 
described in subsection (d)(6)(C)(i) through 
which the building is assisted, financed, or 
operated. 

‘‘(iii) OTHER EXCEPTIONS.—Clause (i) shall 
not apply to a unit occupied by an individual 
who— 

‘‘(I) is married, 
‘‘(II) is a person with disabilities (as de-

fined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937), 

‘‘(III) is a veteran (as defined in section 
101(2) of title 38, United States Code), 

‘‘(IV) has one or more qualifying children 
(as defined in section 152(c)), or 

‘‘(V) meets the income limitation applica-
ble under subsection (g)(1) to the project of 
which the building is a part and is, or was 
immediately prior to attaining the age of 
majority— 

‘‘(aa) an emancipated minor or in legal 
guardianship as determined by a court of 
competent jurisdiction in the individual’s 
State of legal residence, 

‘‘(bb) under the care and placement respon-
sibility of the State agency responsible for 
administering a plan under part B or part E 
of title IV of the Social Security Act, or 

‘‘(cc) was an unaccompanied youth (within 
the meaning of section 725(6) of the McKin-
ney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 11434a(6))) or a homeless child or 
youth (within the meaning of section 725(2) 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 11434a(2))).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13926. TENANT VOUCHER PAYMENTS TAKEN 

INTO ACCOUNT AS RENT FOR CER-
TAIN PURPOSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 42(g)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
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1986 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new sentence: ‘‘In the case of a 
project with respect to which the taxpayer 
elects the requirements of subparagraph (C) 
of paragraph (1), or the portion of a project 
to which subsection (d)(5)(C) applies, clause 
(i) shall not apply with respect to any ten-
ant-based assistance (as defined in section 
8(f)(7) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(f)(7))).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to rent paid 
in taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2017. 
SEC. 13927. MINIMUM CREDIT RATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
42 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4), and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM CREDIT RATE.—In the case of 
any new or existing building to which para-
graph (2) does not apply and which is placed 
in service by the taxpayer after December 31, 
2016, the applicable percentage shall not be 
less than 4 percent.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to buildings 
placed in service after December 31, 2016. 
SEC. 13928. RECONSTRUCTION OR REPLACEMENT 

PERIOD AFTER CASUALTY LOSS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (E) of sec-

tion 42(j)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘a reasonable pe-
riod established by the Secretary’’ and in-
serting ‘‘a reasonable period established by 
the applicable housing credit agency (not to 
exceed 25 months from the date on which the 
casualty loss arises). The determination 
under paragraph (1) shall not be made with 
respect to a property the basis of which is af-
fected by a casualty loss until the period de-
scribed in the preceding sentence with re-
spect to such property has expired.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to casualty 
losses arising after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 13929. MODIFICATION OF RIGHTS RELATING 

TO BUILDING PURCHASE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-

tion 42(i)(7) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘a right of 1st refusal’’ and 
inserting ‘‘an option’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘the property’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the property or a partnership interest 
relating to the property’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subpara-
graph (B) of section 42(i)(7) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘In 
the case of a purchase of a partnership inter-
est, the minimum purchase price is an 
amount equal to such interest’s ratable 
share of the amount determined under the 
first sentence of this subparagraph.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to agree-
ments entered into or amended after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 13930. MODIFICATION OF 10-YEAR RULE; 

LIMITATION ON ACQUISITION BASIS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section 

42(d)(2)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘, or the tax-
payer elects the application of subparagraph 
(C)(ii)’’ after ‘‘service’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON ACQUISITION BASIS.—Sub-
paragraph (C) of section 42(d)(2) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘For purposes of subpara-
graph (A), the adjusted basis’’ and inserting 
‘‘For purposes of subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The adjusted basis’’, and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
clauses: 

‘‘(ii) BUILDINGS IN SERVICE WITHIN PREVIOUS 
10 YEARS.—If the period between the date of 
acquisition of the building by the taxpayer 
and the date the building was last placed in 
service is less than 10 years, the taxpayer’s 
basis attributable to the acquisition of the 
building which is taken into account in de-
termining the adjusted basis shall not exceed 
the sum of— 

‘‘(I) the lowest amount paid for acquisition 
of the building by any person during the 10 
years preceding the date of the acquisition of 
the building by the taxpayer, adjusted as 
provided in clause (iii), and 

‘‘(II) the value of any capital improve-
ments made by the person who sells the 
building to the taxpayer which are reflected 
in such seller’s basis. 

‘‘(iii) ADJUSTMENT.—With respect to a basis 
determination made in any taxable year, the 
amount described in clause (ii)(I) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(I) such amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(II) a cost-of-living adjustment, deter-

mined in the same manner as under section 
1(f)(3) for the calendar year in which the tax-
able year begins by taking into account the 
acquisition year in lieu of calendar year 1992. 
For purposes of the preceding sentence, the 
acquisition year is the calendar year in 
which the lowest amount referenced in 
clause (ii)(I) was paid for the acquisition of 
the building.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Clause (i) of 
section 42(d)(2)(D) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘FOR SUBPARAGRAPH (B)’’ in 
the heading, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘subparagraph (B)(ii)’’ in 
the matter preceding subclause (I) and in-
serting ‘‘subparagraph (B)(ii) or (C)(ii)’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to buildings 
placed in service after December 31, 2016. 
SEC. 13931. CERTAIN RELOCATION COSTS TAKEN 

INTO ACCOUNT AS REHABILITATION 
EXPENDITURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
42(e) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) CERTAIN RELOCATION COSTS.—In the 
case of a rehabilitation of a building to 
which section 280B does not apply, costs re-
lating to the relocation of occupants, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(i) amounts paid to occupants, 
‘‘(ii) amounts paid to third parties for serv-

ices relating to such relocation, and 
‘‘(iii) amounts paid for temporary housing 

for occupants, 
shall be treated as chargeable to capital ac-
count and taken into account as rehabilita-
tion expenditures.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to expendi-
tures paid or incurred after December 31, 
2016. 
SEC. 13932. REPEAL OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 

TRACT POPULATION CAP. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section 

42(d)(5)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking subclauses (II) and (III), and 
(2) by striking ‘‘QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACT.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The term’’, 

and inserting ‘‘QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACT.— 
The term’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Sections 
42(d)(4)(C)(i) and 42(m)(1)(B)(ii)(III) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 are each amend-
ed by striking ‘‘as defined in paragraph 
(5)(C)’’ and inserting ‘‘as defined in para-
graph (5)(B)(ii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to des-

ignations of qualified census tracts under 
section 42(d)(5)(B)(ii) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13933. DETERMINATION OF COMMUNITY RE-

VITALIZATION PLAN TO BE MADE BY 
HOUSING CREDIT AGENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclause (III) of section 
42(m)(1)(B)(ii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘, as deter-
mined by the housing credit agency accord-
ing to criteria established by such agency,’’ 
after ‘‘(d)(5)(C)) and’’. 

(b) CRITERIA.—Paragraph (1) of section 
42(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION RELAT-
ING TO CONCERTED COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION 
PLAN.—For purposes of subparagraph 
(B)(ii)(III), the criteria which shall be estab-
lished by a housing credit agency for deter-
mining whether the development of a project 
contributes to a concerted community devel-
opment plan shall take into account any fac-
tors the agency deems appropriate, including 
the extent to which the proposed plan— 

‘‘(i) is geographically specific, 
‘‘(ii) outlines a clear plan for implementa-

tion and goals for outcomes, 
‘‘(iii) includes a strategy for applying for 

or obtaining commitments of public or pri-
vate investment (or both) in nonhousing in-
frastructure, amenities, or services, and 

‘‘(iv) demonstrates the need for community 
revitalization.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to alloca-
tions of housing credit dollar amounts made 
under qualified allocation plans (as defined 
in section 42(m)(1)(B) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986) adopted after December 31, 
2017. 
SEC. 13934. PROHIBITION OF LOCAL APPROVAL 

AND CONTRIBUTION REQUIRE-
MENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
42(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended by section 13933, is further amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking clause (ii) of subparagraph 
(A) and by redesignating clauses (iii) and (iv) 
thereof as clauses (ii) and (iii), and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) LOCAL APPROVAL OR CONTRIBUTION NOT 
TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.—The selection criteria 
under a qualified allocation plan shall not 
include consideration of— 

‘‘(i) any support or opposition with respect 
to the project from local or elected officials, 
or 

‘‘(ii) any local government contribution to 
the project, except to the extent such con-
tribution is taken into account as part of a 
broader consideration of the project’s ability 
to leverage outside funding sources, and is 
not prioritized over any other source of out-
side funding.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to alloca-
tions of housing credit dollar amounts made 
after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13935. INCREASE IN CREDIT FOR CERTAIN 

PROJECTS DESIGNATED TO SERVE 
EXTREMELY LOW-INCOME HOUSE-
HOLDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section 
42(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) INCREASE IN CREDIT FOR PROJECTS DES-
IGNATED TO SERVE EXTREMELY LOW-INCOME 
HOUSEHOLDS.—In the case of any building— 

‘‘(i) 20 percent or more of the residential 
units in which are designated by the tax-
payer for occupancy by households the ag-
gregate household income of which does not 
exceed the greater of— 
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‘‘(I) 30 percent of area median gross in-

come, or 
‘‘(II) 100 percent of an amount equal to the 

Federal poverty line (within the meaning of 
section 36B(d)(3)), and 

‘‘(ii) which is designated by the housing 
credit agency as requiring the increase in 
credit under this subparagraph in order for 
such building to be financially feasible as 
part of a qualified low-income housing 
project, 
subparagraph (B) shall not apply to the por-
tion of such building which is comprised of 
such units, and the eligible basis of such por-
tion of the building shall be 150 percent of 
such basis determined without regard to this 
subparagraph.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to buildings 
placed in service after December 31, 2016. 
SEC. 13936. INCREASE IN CREDIT FOR BOND-FI-

NANCED PROJECTS DESIGNATED BY 
STATE AGENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (v) of section 
42(d)(5)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking the second sen-
tence. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Clause (v) of 
section 42(d)(5)(B) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, as amended by subsection (a), is 
further amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘STATE’’ in the heading, and 
(2) by striking ‘‘State housing credit agen-

cy’’ and inserting ‘‘housing credit agency’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to buildings 
placed in service after December 31, 2016. 
SEC. 13937. ELIMINATION OF BASIS REDUCTION 

FOR LOW-INCOME HOUSING PROP-
ERTIES RECEIVING CERTAIN EN-
ERGY BENEFITS. 

(a) NEW ENERGY EFFICIENT HOME CREDIT.— 
Subsection (e) of section 45L of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘ADJUSTMENT.—For pur-
poses’’ and inserting ‘‘ADJUSTMENT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes’’, and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PROPERTIES.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply 
to any property with respect to which a cred-
it is allowed under section 42.’’. 

(b) ENERGY EFFICIENT COMMERCIAL BUILD-
INGS DEDUCTION.—Subsection (e) of section 
179D of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘REDUCTION.—For purposes’’ 
and inserting ‘‘REDUCTION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes’’, and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PROPERTIES.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply 
to any property with respect to which a cred-
it is allowed under section 42.’’. 

(c) ENERGY CREDIT.—Paragraph (3) of sec-
tion 50(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (A), 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) paragraph (1) shall not apply to any 
property with respect to which a credit is al-
lowed under section 42.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2016. 
SEC. 13938. RESTRICTION OF PLANNED FORE-

CLOSURES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclause (I) of section 

42(h)(6)(E)(i) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(I) on the 61st day after the taxpayer (or 
a successor in interest) provides notice to 

the housing credit agency that the building 
has been acquired by foreclosure (or instru-
ment in lieu of foreclosure) and that the tax-
payer intends the termination of such pe-
riod, unless the housing credit agency deter-
mines that such acquisition is part of an ar-
rangement with the taxpayer a purpose of 
which is to terminate such period, or’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The second 
sentence of clause (i) of section 42(h)(6)(E) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘Subclause (II)’’ and inserting 
‘‘Subclauses (I) and (II)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to acquisi-
tions by foreclosure (or instrument in lieu of 
foreclosure) after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13939. INCREASE OF POPULATION CAP FOR 

DIFFICULT DEVELOPMENT AREAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclause (II) of section 

42(d)(5)(B)(iii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘20 percent’’ 
and inserting ‘‘30 percent’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to designa-
tions made under section 42(d)(5)(B)(iii) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 after De-
cember 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13940. SELECTION CRITERIA UNDER QUALI-

FIED ALLOCATION PLANS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (C) of sec-

tion 42(m)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of clause (ix), by striking the period at the 
end of clause (x) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(xi) the affordable housing needs of indi-
viduals in the State who are members of In-
dian tribes (as defined in section 45A(c)(6)).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to alloca-
tions of credits under section 42 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 made after Decem-
ber 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13941. INCLUSION OF INDIAN AREAS AS DIF-

FICULT DEVELOPMENT AREAS FOR 
PURPOSES OF CERTAIN BUILDINGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclause (I) of section 
42(d)(5)(B)(iii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by inserting before the pe-
riod the following: ‘‘, and any Indian area’’. 

(b) INDIAN AREA.—Clause (iii) of section 
42(d)(5)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by redesignating subclause 
(II) as subclause (III) and by inserting after 
subclause (I) the following new subclause: 

‘‘(II) INDIAN AREA.—For purposes of sub-
clause (I), the term ‘Indian area’ means any 
Indian area (as defined in section 4(11) of the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 
4103(11)).’’. 

(c) ELIGIBLE BUILDINGS.—Clause (iii) of sec-
tion 42(d)(5)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, as amended by subsection (b), is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subclause: 

‘‘(IV) SPECIAL RULE FOR BUILDINGS IN IN-
DIAN AREAS.—In the case of an area which is 
a difficult development area solely because 
it is an Indian area, a building shall not be 
treated as located in such area unless such 
building is assisted or financed under the Na-
tive American Housing Assistance and Self 
Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101 et 
seq.) or the project sponsor is an Indian tribe 
(as defined in section 45A(c)(6)), a tribally 
designated housing entity (as defined in sec-
tion 4(22) of such Act (25 U.S.C. 4103(22))), or 
wholly owned or controlled by such an In-
dian tribe or tribally designated housing en-
tity.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to buildings 
placed in service after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13942. AFFORDABLE HOUSING TAX CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The heading of section 42 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 

amended by striking ‘‘LOW-INCOME’’ and in-
serting ‘‘AFFORDABLE’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subsection (a) of section 42 of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘low-income’’ and inserting ‘‘afford-
able’’. 

(2) Paragraph (5) of section 38(b) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘low-income’’ 
and inserting ‘‘affordable’’. 

(3) The heading of subparagraph (D) of sec-
tion 469(i)(3) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘LOW-INCOME’’ and inserting ‘‘AF-
FORDABLE’’. 

(4) The heading of subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 469(i)(6) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘LOW-INCOME’’ and inserting ‘‘AF-
FORDABLE’’. 

(5) Paragraph (7) of section 772(a) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘low-income’’ 
and inserting ‘‘affordable’’. 

(6) Paragraph (5) of section 772(d) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘low-income’’ 
and inserting ‘‘affordable’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to section 42 in the table of sections for 
subpart D of part IV of subchapter A of chap-
ter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Sec. 42. Affordable housing credit.’’. 

CHAPTER 4—MANUFACTURING AND 
EDUCATION BONDS 

SEC. 13951. MODIFICATIONS TO QUALIFIED 
SMALL ISSUE BONDS. 

(a) MANUFACTURING FACILITIES TO INCLUDE 
PRODUCTION OF INTANGIBLE PROPERTY AND 
FUNCTIONALLY RELATED FACILITIES.—Section 
144(a)(12)(C) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) MANUFACTURING FACILITY.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘manufacturing 
facility’ means any facility which— 

‘‘(I) is used in the manufacturing or pro-
duction of tangible personal property (in-
cluding the processing resulting in a change 
in the condition of such property), 

‘‘(II) is used in the creation or production 
of intangible property which is described in 
section 197(d)(1)(C)(iii), or 

‘‘(III) is functionally related and subordi-
nate to a facility described in subclause (I) 
or (II) if such facility is located on the same 
site as the facility described in subclause (I) 
or (II). 

‘‘(ii) CERTAIN FACILITIES INCLUDED.—The 
term ‘manufacturing facility’ includes facili-
ties that are directly related and ancillary to 
a manufacturing facility (determined with-
out regard to this clause) if— 

‘‘(I) those facilities are located on the 
same site as the manufacturing facility, and 

‘‘(II) not more than 25 percent of the net 
proceeds of the issue are used to provide 
those facilities. 

‘‘(iii) LIMITATION ON OFFICE SPACE.—A rule 
similar to the rule of section 142(b)(2) shall 
apply for purposes of clause (i). 

‘‘(iv) LIMITATION ON REFUNDINGS FOR CER-
TAIN PROPERTY.—Subclauses (II) and (III) of 
clause (i) shall not apply to any bond issued 
on or before the date of the enactment of the 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, or to any bond issued 
to refund a bond issued on or before such 
date (other than a bond to which clause (iii) 
of this subparagraph (as in effect before the 
date of the enactment of the Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act applies)), either directly or in a se-
ries of refundings.’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN LIMITATIONS.—Section 
144(a)(4) of such Code is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ in subpara-
graph (A)(i) and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ in the heading 
and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’. 
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(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 13952. EXPANSION OF QUALIFIED ZONE 
ACADEMY BONDS. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION OF A PUBLIC SCHOOL FA-
CILITY.—Subparagraph (A) of section 
54E(d)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by striking ‘‘rehabilitating or re-
pairing’’ and inserting ‘‘constructing, reha-
bilitating, retrofitting, or repairing’’. 

(b) REMOVAL OF PRIVATE BUSINESS CON-
TRIBUTION REQUIREMENT.—Section 54E of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting 

‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(B) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(C) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 

subparagraph (B); 
(2) by striking subsection (b) and redesig-

nating subsections (c) and (d) as subsections 
(b) and (c), respectively; and 

(3) in paragraph (1) of subsection (b) (as so 
redesignated)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and $400,000,0000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$400,000,000’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘and, except as provided’’ 
and all that follows through the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘, and $1,400,000,000 for 
2018 and each year thereafter.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after December 31, 2017. 

CHAPTER 5—REPEAL OF CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 13961. REHABILITATION CREDIT. 
The amendments made by section 13402 of 

this Act shall be null and void. 
SEC. 13962. LOW-INCOME HOUSING CREDIT. 

The amendments made by subpart B of 
part V of this subtitle shall be null and void. 
SEC. 13963. ADVANCE REFUNDING BONDS. 

The amendments made by section 13532 of 
this Act shall be null and void. 

SA 1749. Mr. ROBERTS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ENHANCED RESEARCH CREDIT FOR 

DOMESTIC MANUFACTURERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41 is amended by 

adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(i) ENHANCED CREDIT FOR DOMESTIC MANU-
FACTURERS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
domestic manufacturer, this section shall be 
applied— 

‘‘(A) except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), by increasing the 20 percent amount in 
subsection (a)(1) by the bonus amount, and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a qualified domestic 
manufacturer making an election under sub-
section (c)(5)— 

‘‘(i) by increasing the 14 percent amount 
under subsection (c)(5)(A) by the alternative 
simplified bonus amount, and 

‘‘(ii) by increasing the 6 percent amount 
under subsection (c)(5)(B)(ii) by the sub-
section (c)(5)(B) bonus amount. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED DOMESTIC MANUFACTURER.— 
For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified do-
mestic manufacturer’ means a taxpayer who 
has domestic production gross receipts which 
are more than 50 percent of total gross re-
ceipts. 

‘‘(B) DOMESTIC PRODUCTION GROSS RE-
CEIPTS.—The term ‘domestic production 
gross receipts’ has the meaning given to such 
term under section 199(c)(4). 

‘‘(3) BONUS AMOUNT; ALTERNATIVE SIM-
PLIFIED BONUS AMOUNT; SUBSECTION (c)(5)(B) 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of paragraph (1): 

‘‘If the percentage of total gross receipts which 
are domestic production gross receipts is: 

The bonus amountis the fol-
lowing number of percent-

age points: 

The alternative simplified 
bonus amount is the fol-

lowing number of percent-
age points: 

The subsection (c)(5)(B) 
bonus amount is the fol-

lowing number of percent-
age points: 

More than 50% but not more than 60% ................. 1 0.7 0.3
More than 60% but not more than 70% ................. 2 1.4 0.6
More than 70% but not more than 80% ................. 3 2.1 0.9
More than 80% but not more than 90% ................. 4 2.8 1.2
More than 90% ...................................................... 5 3.5 1.5.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to expendi-
tures paid or incurred in taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2017, and ending be-
fore January 1, 2023. 

SA 1750. Mr. DONNELLY submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ENDING OUTSOURCING. 

(a) OUTSOURCING STATEMENT IN WORKER 
ADJUSTMENT AND RETRAINING NOTICE.— 

(1) OUTSOURCING STATEMENT.—Section 3 of 
the Worker Adjustment and Retraining Noti-
fication Act (29 U.S.C. 2102) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) OUTSOURCING STATEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), the employer shall include an 
outsourcing statement in the notice de-
scribed in that subsection. The outsourcing 
statement shall specify whether part or all 
of the positions held by affected employees 
covered by subsection (a) will be moved to a 
country outside the United States, regard-
less of whether the positions are moved with-
in the business enterprise involved or to an-
other business enterprise. The employer 

shall make the determination of whether the 
positions are being so moved in accordance 
with regulations issued by the Secretary. 
The employer shall serve the notice as re-
quired under subsection (a) and submit the 
notice to the Secretary of Labor. 

‘‘(2) LIST.—Not less often than annually, 
the Secretary shall publish and make avail-
able on the website of the Department of 
Labor, a list including each employer who— 

‘‘(A) has included an outsourcing state-
ment in a notice under paragraph (1); or 

‘‘(B) has incurred liability under section 5, 
in part or in whole, because the employer or-
dered a plant closing or mass layoff without 
having served a notice that is required, 
under this section, to include an outsourcing 
statement.’’. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—The Worker 
Adjustment and Retraining Notification Act 
is amended by inserting after section 10 (29 
U.S.C. 2109) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 10A. IMPLEMENTATION STUDY. 

‘‘(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study of 
the implementation of section 3(e) of the 
Worker Adjustment and Retraining Notifica-
tion Act (29 U.S.C. 2102(e)) by the Depart-
ment of Labor. 

‘‘(b) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report con-
taining the results of the study.’’. 

(b) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR OUTSOURCING 
EXPENSES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Part IX of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

‘‘SEC. 280I. OUTSOURCING EXPENSES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—No deduction otherwise 
allowable under this chapter shall be allowed 
for any specified outsourcing expense. 

‘‘(b) SPECIFIED OUTSOURCING EXPENSE.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘specified out-
sourcing expense’ means— 

‘‘(A) any eligible expense paid or incurred 
by the taxpayer in connection with the 
elimination of any business unit of the tax-
payer (or of any member of any expanded af-
filiated group in which the taxpayer is also a 
member) located within the United States, 
and 

‘‘(B) any eligible expense paid or incurred 
by the taxpayer in connection with the es-
tablishment of any business unit of the tax-
payer (or of any member of any expanded af-
filiated group in which the taxpayer is also a 
member) located outside the United States, 

if such establishment constitutes the reloca-
tion of the business unit so eliminated. For 
purposes of the preceding sentence, a reloca-
tion shall not be treated as failing to occur 
merely because such elimination occurs in a 
different taxable year than such establish-
ment. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.—The term ‘eligi-
ble expenses’ means— 

‘‘(A) any amount for which a deduction is 
allowed to the taxpayer under section 162, 
and 
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‘‘(B) permit and license fees, lease broker-

age fees, equipment installation costs, and, 
to the extent provided by the Secretary, 
other similar expenses. 

Such term does not include any compensa-
tion which is paid or incurred in connection 
with severance from employment and, to the 
extent provided by the Secretary, any simi-
lar amount. 

‘‘(3) BUSINESS UNIT.—The term ‘business 
unit’ means— 

‘‘(A) any trade or business, and 
‘‘(B) any line of business, or functional 

unit, which is part of any trade or business. 
‘‘(4) EXPANDED AFFILIATED GROUP.—The 

term ‘expanded affiliated group’ means an 
affiliated group as defined in section 1504(a), 
determined without regard to section 
1504(b)(3) and by substituting ‘more than 50 
percent’ for ‘at least 80 percent’ each place it 
appears in section 1504(a). A partnership or 
any other entity (other than a corporation) 
shall be treated as a member of an expanded 
affiliated group if such entity is controlled 
(within the meaning of section 954(d)(3)) by 
members of such group (including any entity 
treated as a member of such group by reason 
of this paragraph). 

‘‘(5) OPERATING EXPENSES NOT TAKEN INTO 
ACCOUNT.—Any amount paid or incurred in 
connection with the ongoing operation of a 
business unit shall not be treated as an 
amount paid or incurred in connection with 
the establishment or elimination of such 
business unit. 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) APPLICATION TO DEDUCTIONS FOR DE-

PRECIATION AND AMORTIZATION.—In the case 
of any portion of a specified outsourcing ex-
pense which is not deductible in the taxable 
year in which paid or incurred, such portion 
shall neither be chargeable to capital ac-
count nor amortizable. 

‘‘(2) POSSESSIONS TREATED AS PART OF THE 
UNITED STATES.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘United States’ shall be treated as 
including each possession of the United 
States (including the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico and the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands). 

‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as may be necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the purposes of this section, including 
regulations which provide (or create a rebut-
table presumption) that certain establish-
ments of business units outside the United 
States will be treated as relocations (based 
on timing or such other factors as the Sec-
retary may provide) of business units elimi-
nated within the United States.’’. 

(2) LIMITATION ON SUBPART F INCOME OF 
CONTROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATIONS DETER-
MINED WITHOUT REGARD TO SPECIFIED OUT-
SOURCING EXPENSES.—Subsection (c) of sec-
tion 952 is amended by adding at the end he 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) EARNINGS AND PROFITS DETERMINED 
WITHOUT REGARD TO SPECIFIED OUTSOURCING 
EXPENSES.—For purposes of this subsection, 
earnings and profits of any controlled for-
eign corporation shall be determined without 
regard to any specified outsourcing expense 
(as defined in section 280I(b)).’’. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part IX of subchapter B of chap-
ter 1 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘Sec. 280I. Outsourcing expenses.’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to 
amounts paid or incurred after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(c) DENIAL OF CERTAIN DEDUCTIONS AND AC-
COUNTING METHODS FOR OUTSOURCING EM-
PLOYERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Part IX of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 280J. LIMITATIONS FOR OUTSOURCING EM-

PLOYERS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—During the disallowance 

period, an applicable taxpayer— 
‘‘(1) shall not be allowed any deduction 

under section 199 for any income of the tax-
payer, 

‘‘(2) may not use the method provided in 
section 472(b) in inventorying goods, 

‘‘(3) may not use the lower of cost or mar-
ket method of determining inventories for 
purposes of determining income, and 

‘‘(4) shall not be allowed any deduction 
under section 163 for interest paid or accrued 
on indebtedness. 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE TAXPAYER.—For purposes 
of subsection (a), the term ‘applicable tax-
payer’ means a taxpayer which— 

‘‘(1) during the taxable year, has served 
written notice under subsection (a) of sec-
tion 3 of the Worker Adjustment and Re-
training Notification Act which includes an 
outsourcing statement described in sub-
section (e) of such section, and 

‘‘(2) the cumulative employment loss (ex-
cluding any part-time employees) for posi-
tions at facilities owned by such taxpayer 
which will be moved to a country outside of 
the United States, as determined pursuant to 
any outsourcing statements served by such 
taxpayer during such taxable year, exceeds 
50 employees. 

‘‘(c) DISALLOWANCE PERIOD.—For purposes 
of subsection (a), the disallowance period is 
the period of 3 taxable years after the tax-
able year in which the statements described 
in subsection (b)(2) are required to be served. 

‘‘(d) EXPANDED AFFILIATED GROUP TREATED 
AS SINGLE TAXPAYER.—For purposes of this 
section, the members of an expanded affili-
ated group (as defined in section 280I(b)(4)) 
shall be treated as a single taxpayer. 

‘‘(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as may be necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the purposes of this section.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part IX of subchapter B of chap-
ter 1 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘Sec. 280J. Limitations for outsourcing em-
ployers.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(d) RECAPTURE OF CREDITS FOR OUTSOURC-
ING EMPLOYERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Part IV of subchapter A of 
chapter 1 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subpart: 

‘‘Subpart K—Recapture of Credits for 
Outsourcing Employers 

‘‘Sec. 54BB. Recapture of credits for out-
sourcing employers. 

‘‘SEC. 54BB. RECAPTURE OF CREDITS FOR OUT-
SOURCING EMPLOYERS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary, in the case of a 
taxpayer which owns a facility for which 
there is an outsourcing event during the tax-
able year, the tax under this chapter for such 
taxable year shall be increased by the 
amount equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(1) any credits allowed under this chapter 
relating to expenses for design, construction, 
operation, or maintenance of such facility 
during the 5 taxable years preceding such 
taxable year, and 

‘‘(2) any grants provided by the Secretary 
in lieu of credits described in paragraph (1) 
during the 5 taxable years preceding such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(b) OUTSOURCING EVENT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a), the term ‘outsourcing event’ 
means a plant closing or mass layoff (as de-
scribed in section 2(a) of the Worker Adjust-
ment and Retraining Notification Act) in 
which the employment loss (excluding any 
part-time employees) for positions which 
will be moved to a country outside of the 
United States, as determined pursuant to the 
outsourcing statement (as described in para-
graph (1) of such section 3(e) of such Act) 
served by the taxpayer during the taxable 
year, exceeds 50 employees. 

‘‘(c) EXPANDED AFFILIATED GROUP TREATED 
AS SINGLE TAXPAYER.—For purposes of this 
section, the members of an expanded affili-
ated group (as defined in section 280I(b)(4)) 
shall be treated as a single taxpayer.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
subparts for part IV of subchapter A of chap-
ter 1 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘SUBPART K. RECAPTURE OF CREDITS FOR 
OUTSOURCING EMPLOYERS’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(e) CREDIT FOR INSOURCING EXPENSES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45S. CREDIT FOR INSOURCING EXPENSES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 
38, the insourcing expenses credit for any 
taxable year is an amount equal to 20 per-
cent of the eligible insourcing expenses of 
the taxpayer which are taken into account 
in such taxable year under subsection (d). 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE INSOURCING EXPENSES.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible 
insourcing expenses’ means— 

‘‘(A) eligible expenses paid or incurred by 
the taxpayer in connection with the elimi-
nation of any business unit of the taxpayer 
(or of any member of any expanded affiliated 
group in which the taxpayer is also a mem-
ber) located outside the United States, and 

‘‘(B) eligible expenses paid or incurred by 
the taxpayer in connection with the estab-
lishment of any business unit of the tax-
payer (or of any member of any expanded af-
filiated group in which the taxpayer is also a 
member) located within— 

‘‘(i) a HUBZone (as defined in section 
3(p)(2) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(p)(2))), or 

‘‘(ii) a low-income community (as de-
scribed in section 45D(e)), 

if such establishment constitutes the reloca-
tion of the business unit so eliminated. For 
purposes of the preceding sentence, a reloca-
tion shall not be treated as failing to occur 
merely because such elimination occurs in a 
different taxable year than such establish-
ment. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.—The term ‘eligi-
ble expenses’ means— 

‘‘(A) any amount for which a deduction is 
allowed to the taxpayer under section 162, 
and 

‘‘(B) permit and license fees, lease broker-
age fees, equipment installation costs, and, 
to the extent provided by the Secretary, 
other similar expenses. 

Such term does not include any compensa-
tion which is paid or incurred in connection 
with severance from employment and, to the 
extent provided by the Secretary, any simi-
lar amount. 

‘‘(3) BUSINESS UNIT.—The term ‘business 
unit’ means— 

‘‘(A) any trade or business, and 
‘‘(B) any line of business, or functional 

unit, which is part of any trade or business. 
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‘‘(4) EXPANDED AFFILIATED GROUP.—The 

term ‘expanded affiliated group’ means an 
affiliated group as defined in section 1504(a), 
determined without regard to section 
1504(b)(3) and by substituting ‘more than 50 
percent’ for ‘at least 80 percent’ each place it 
appears in section 1504(a). A partnership or 
any other entity (other than a corporation) 
shall be treated as a member of an expanded 
affiliated group if such entity is controlled 
(within the meaning of section 954(d)(3)) by 
members of such group (including any entity 
treated as a member of such group by reason 
of this paragraph). 

‘‘(5) EXPENSES MUST BE PURSUANT TO 
INSOURCING PLAN.—Amounts shall be taken 
into account under paragraph (1) only to the 
extent that such amounts are paid or in-
curred pursuant to a written plan to carry 
out the relocation described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(6) OPERATING EXPENSES NOT TAKEN INTO 
ACCOUNT.—Any amount paid or incurred in 
connection with the on-going operation of a 
business unit shall not be treated as an 
amount paid or incurred in connection with 
the establishment or elimination of such 
business unit. 

‘‘(c) INCREASED DOMESTIC EMPLOYMENT RE-
QUIREMENT.—No credit shall be allowed 
under this section unless the number of full- 
time equivalent employees of the taxpayer 
for the taxable year for which the credit is 
claimed exceeds the number of full-time 
equivalent employees of the taxpayer for the 
last taxable year ending before the first tax-
able year in which such eligible insourcing 
expenses were paid or incurred. For purposes 
of this subsection, full-time equivalent em-
ployees has the meaning given such term 
under section 45R(d) (and the applicable 
rules of section 45R(e)). All employers treat-
ed as a single employer under subsection (b), 
(c), (m), or (o) of section 414 shall be treated 
as a single employer for purposes of this sub-
section. 

‘‘(d) CREDIT ALLOWED UPON COMPLETION OF 
INSOURCING PLAN.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), eligible insourcing expenses 
shall be taken into account under subsection 
(a) in the taxable year during which the plan 
described in subsection (b)(5) has been com-
pleted and all eligible insourcing expenses 
pursuant to such plan have been paid or in-
curred. 

‘‘(2) ELECTION TO APPLY EMPLOYMENT TEST 
AND CLAIM CREDIT IN FIRST FULL TAXABLE 
YEAR AFTER COMPLETION OF PLAN.—If the tax-
payer elects the application of this para-
graph, eligible insourcing expenses shall be 
taken into account under subsection (a) in 
the first taxable year after the taxable year 
described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(e) POSSESSIONS TREATED AS PART OF THE 
UNITED STATES.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘United States’ shall be treat-
ed as including each possession of the United 
States (including the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico and the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands). 

‘‘(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as may be necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the purposes of this section.’’. 

(2) CREDIT TO BE PART OF GENERAL BUSINESS 
CREDIT.—Subsection (b) of section 38 is 
amended by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of 
paragraph (35), by striking the period at the 
end of paragraph (36) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(37) the insourcing expenses credit deter-
mined under section 45S(a).’’. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart D of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45S. Credit for insourcing expenses.’’. 

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to 
amounts paid or incurred after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(5) APPLICATION TO UNITED STATES POSSES-
SIONS.— 

(A) PAYMENTS TO POSSESSIONS.— 
(i) MIRROR CODE POSSESSIONS.—The Sec-

retary of the Treasury shall make periodic 
payments to each possession of the United 
States with a mirror code tax system in an 
amount equal to the loss to that possession 
by reason of section 45S of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986. Such amount shall be de-
termined by the Secretary of the Treasury 
based on information provided by the gov-
ernment of the respective possession. 

(ii) OTHER POSSESSIONS.—The Secretary of 
the Treasury shall make annual payments to 
each possession of the United States which 
does not have a mirror code tax system in an 
amount estimated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as being equal to the aggregate 
benefits that would have been provided to 
residents of such possession by reason of sec-
tion 45S of such Code if a mirror code tax 
system had been in effect in such possession. 
The preceding sentence shall not apply with 
respect to any possession of the United 
States unless such possession has a plan, 
which has been approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, under which such possession 
will promptly distribute such payment to 
the residents of such possession. 

(B) COORDINATION WITH CREDIT ALLOWED 
AGAINST UNITED STATES INCOME TAXES.—No 
credit shall be allowed against United States 
income taxes under section 45S of such Code 
to any person— 

(i) to whom a credit is allowed against 
taxes imposed by the possession by reason of 
such section, or 

(ii) who is eligible for a payment under a 
plan described in paragraph (1)(B). 

(C) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.— 
(i) POSSESSIONS OF THE UNITED STATES.— 

For purposes of this section, the term ‘‘pos-
session of the United States’’ includes the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. 

(ii) MIRROR CODE TAX SYSTEM.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘‘mirror code 
tax system’’ means, with respect to any pos-
session of the United States, the income tax 
system of such possession if the income tax 
liability of the residents of such possession 
under such system is determined by ref-
erence to the income tax laws of the United 
States as if such possession were the United 
States. 

(iii) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—For pur-
poses of section 1324(b)(2) of title 31, United 
States Code, the payments under this section 
shall be treated in the same manner as a re-
fund due from sections referred to in such 
section 1324(b)(2). 

(f) AUTHORITY FOR FEDERAL CONTRACTING 
OFFICERS TO TAKE THE OUTSOURCING OF JOBS 
FROM THE UNITED STATES INTO ACCOUNT IN 
AWARDING CONTRACTS.— 

(1) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND RELATED 
AGENCY CONTRACTS.— 

(A) CONSIDERATION OF OUTSOURCING.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 137 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2327 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2327a. Contracts: consideration of out-

sourcing of jobs 
‘‘(a) DISCLOSURE OF OUTSOURCING OF 

JOBS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 

shall require a contractor that submits a bid 
or proposal in response to a solicitation 
issued by the agency to disclose in that bid 
or proposal if the contractor, or a subsidiary 
of the contractor, owns a facility for which 
there is an outsourcing event during the 

three-year period ending on the date of the 
submittal of the bid or proposal. 

‘‘(2) OUTSOURCING EVENT.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘outsourcing event’ 
means a plant closing or mass layoff (as de-
scribed in section 2(a) of the Worker Adjust-
ment and Retraining Notification Act) in 
which the employment loss (excluding any 
part-time employees) for positions which 
will be moved to a country outside of the 
United States, as determined pursuant to the 
outsourcing statement (as described in para-
graph (1) of such section 3(e) of such Act) 
served by the taxpayer during the taxable 
year, exceeds 50 employees. 

‘‘(b) CONSIDERATION AUTHORIZED.—(1) Agen-
cy contracting officers considering bids or 
proposals in response to a solicitation issued 
by the agency may take into account any 
disclosure made pursuant to subsection (a) in 
such bids and proposals. 

‘‘(2) The head of an agency may establish a 
negative preference of up to 10 percent of the 
cost of a contract for purposes of evaluating 
a bid or proposal of a contractor that makes 
a disclosure pursuant to subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that agency contracting officers 
should, using section 2304(b)(3) of this title, 
exclude contractors making a disclosure pur-
suant to subsection (a) in response to solici-
tations issued by the agency from the bid-
ding process in connection with such solici-
tations on the grounds that the actions de-
scribed in the disclosures are against the 
public interests of the United States. 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—The head of each 
agency shall submit to Congress each year a 
report on the following: 

‘‘(1) The number of solicitations made by 
the agency during the preceding year for 
which disclosures were made pursuant to 
subsection (a) in responsive bids or pro-
posals. 

‘‘(2) The number of contracts awarded by 
the agency during the preceding year in 
which such disclosures were taken into ac-
count in the contract award.’’. 

(ii) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 137 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2327 the following 
new item: 
‘‘2327a. Contracts: consideration of outsourc-

ing of jobs.’’. 

(B) EXCLUSION OF FIRMS FROM SOURCES.— 
Section 2304(b) of such title is amended— 

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(ii) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) The head of an agency may provide for 
the procurement of property and services 
covered by this chapter using competitive 
procedures but excluding a source making a 
disclosure pursuant to section 2327a(a) of 
this title in the bid or proposal in response 
to the solicitation issued by the agency if 
the head of the agency determines that the 
actions described by disclosure are against 
the public interests of the United States and 
the source is to be excluded on those 
grounds. Any such determination shall take 
into account the sense of Congress set forth 
in section 2327a(c) of this title.’’; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraphs (1) and (2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraphs (1), (2), and (3)’’. 

(2) OTHER FEDERAL CONTRACTS.— 
(A) CONSIDERATION OF OUTSOURCING.—Chap-

ter 35 of title 41, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after section 3303 the 
following new section: 
‘‘§ 3303a. Bidders outsourcing jobs: disclosure 

of outsourcing; consideration of outsourc-
ing in award; exclusion from sources 
‘‘(a) DISCLOSURE OF OUTSOURCING OF 

JOBS.— 
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‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an executive 

agency shall require a contractor that sub-
mits a bid or proposal in response to a solici-
tation issued by the executive agency to dis-
close in that bid or proposal if the con-
tractor, or a subsidiary of the contractor, 
owns a facility for which there is an out-
sourcing event during the three-year period 
ending on the date of the submittal of the 
bid or proposal. 

‘‘(2) OUTSOURCING EVENT.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘outsourcing event’ 
means a plant closing or mass layoff (as de-
scribed in section 2(a) of the Worker Adjust-
ment and Retraining Notification Act) in 
which the employment loss (excluding any 
part-time employees) for positions which 
will be moved to a country outside of the 
United States, as determined pursuant to the 
outsourcing statement (as described in para-
graph (1) of such section 3(e) of such Act) 
served by the taxpayer during the taxable 
year, exceeds 50 employees. 

‘‘(b) CONSIDERATION AUTHORIZED.—(1) Con-
tracting officers of an executive agency con-
sidering bids or proposals in response to a so-
licitation issued by the executive agency 
may take into account any disclosure made 
pursuant to subsection (a) in such bids and 
proposals. 

‘‘(2) The head of an executive agency may 
establish a negative preference of up to 10 
percent of the cost of a contract for purposes 
of evaluating a bid or proposal of a con-
tractor that makes a disclosure pursuant to 
subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) EXCLUSION FROM SOURCES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an executive 

agency may provide for the procurement of 
property and services using competitive pro-
cedures but excluding a source making a dis-
closure under subsection (a) in the bid or 
proposal in response to the solicitation 
issued by the executive agency if the head of 
the executive agency determines that the ac-
tions described by disclosure are against the 
public interests of the United States and the 
source is to be excluded on those grounds. 
Any such determination shall take into ac-
count the sense of Congress set forth in para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that contracting officers of execu-
tive agencies may use paragraph (1) to ex-
clude contractors making a disclosure pursu-
ant to subsection (a) in response to a solici-
tation issued by the executive agency from 
the bidding process in connection with the 
solicitation on the grounds that the actions 
described by the disclosure are against the 
public interests of the United States. 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—The head of each ex-
ecutive agency shall submit to Congress each 
year a report on the following: 

‘‘(1) The number of solicitations made by 
the executive agency during the preceding 
year for which disclosures were made pursu-
ant to subsection (a) in responsive bids or 
proposals. 

‘‘(2) The number of contracts awarded to 
contractors that disclosed having outsourced 
more than 50 jobs during the preceding three 
years.’’. 

(B) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 35 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 3303 the following 
new item: 
‘‘3303a. Bidders outsourcing jobs: disclosure 

of outsourcing; consideration of 
outsourcing in award; exclusion 
from sources.’’. 

(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
3301(a) of such title is amended by inserting 
‘‘3303a(c),’’ after ‘‘3303,’’. 

(3) REGULATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 

the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council, 
in consultation with the heads of relevant 
agencies, shall amend the Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation and the Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement to carry 
out the requirements of section 3303a of title 
41, United States Code, and section 2327a of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by this 
section. 

(B) DEFINITION OF OUTSOURCING.—For pur-
poses of defining outsourcing pursuant to 
paragraph (1), the Federal Acquisition Regu-
latory Council may utilize regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary of Labor. 

(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—This sub-
section, and the amendments made by this 
subsection, shall be applied in a manner con-
sistent with United States obligations under 
international agreements. 

SA 1751. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 401, after line 24, insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(G) TRANSITION RULE FOR CERTAIN ACQUISI-
TION CASH.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In determining the ag-
gregate foreign cash position of a United 
States shareholder for any taxable year for 
purposes of applying subparagraph (A)(ii), 
there shall not be taken into account any 
amount described in subparagraph (B) which 
was used by a specified foreign corporation 
to purchase during the period beginning on 
January 1, 2016, and ending November 9, 2017, 
stock or assets constituting substantially all 
of the assets of a trade or business from a 
person which was not a related person (as de-
fined in section 954(d)(3)) with respect to the 
corporation. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION FOR SUBSEQUENT CASH RE-
SALE.—Clause (i) shall not apply if, during 
the 5-year period beginning on November 10, 
2017, the specified foreign corporation sells 
the acquired stock or substantially all of the 
acquired assets for amounts described in sub-
paragraph (B) to a person which is not a re-
lated person (as defined in section 954(d)(3)) 
with respect to the corporation. 

SA 1752. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 399, line 18, strike ‘‘the specified 
foreign corporation’’ and insert ‘‘a specified 
foreign corporation’’. 

SA 1753. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part V of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11052. ADJUSTMENT OF CORPORATE TAX 

RATE AND RATE OF DEDUCTION FOR 
PASS-THRU ENTITIES. 

(a) ADJUSTMENT OF CORPORATE TAX RATE.— 
(1) INCREASE IN RATE.—Subsection (b) of 

section 11, as amended by section 13001 of 
this Act, is amended by striking ‘‘20 per-
cent’’ and inserting ‘‘22 percent’’. 

(2) ADVANCED APPLICATION OF REDUCED COR-
PORATE TAX RATE.— 

(A) Section 13001(c) of this Act is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2018’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2017’’. 

(B) Section 13002(f) of this Act is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2018’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2017’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN RATE FOR DEDUCTION FOR 
QUALIFIED BUSINESS INCOME OF PASS-THRU 
ENTITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199A of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as added by section 
11011 of this Act, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2) of subsection (a), by 
striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
applicable percentage (as determined under 
subsection (g))’’, and 

(B) in paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(A) of sub-
section (b), by striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘the applica-
ble percentage (as determined under sub-
section (g))’’. 

(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—Section 199A 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
added by section 11011 of this Act, is amend-
ed— 

(A) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h), and 

(B) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(g) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the applicable percentage shall be equal 
to the sum of 17.4 percent plus the additional 
percentage (as determined under paragraph 
(2)). 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL PERCENTAGE.—The addi-
tional percentage shall be the amount (ex-
pressed as a percentage) which is determined 
by the Secretary to permit an increase in the 
deduction allowed under this section in an 
amount equal to the increase in revenue re-
sulting from the amendments made by sub-
section (a) of section 11052 of the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1754. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 11042 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 11042. MODIFICATION OF DEDUCTION FOR 

STATE AND LOCAL, ETC. TAXES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) INDIVIDUALS AND CORPORATIONS.—Sub-

section (b) of section 164 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) MODIFICATION OF DEDUCTIONS FOR CER-
TAIN TAXABLE YEARS.— 

‘‘(A) INDIVIDUALS.—In the case of an indi-
vidual and a taxable year beginning after De-
cember 31, 2017, and before January 1, 2026— 

‘‘(i) paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a) 
shall not apply to any real property or per-
sonal property taxes, other than taxes which 
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are paid or accrued in carrying on a trade or 
business or an activity described in section 
212, and 

‘‘(ii) subsection (a)(3) shall not apply to 
any State or local taxes. 

‘‘(B) CORPORATIONS.—In the case of a cor-
poration and a taxable year beginning after 
December 31, 2019— 

‘‘(i) subsection (a)(3) shall not apply to any 
State or local taxes, and 

‘‘(ii) the second sentence of subsection (a) 
shall not apply.’’. 

(2) TRADE OR BUSINESS EXPENSE.—Section 
162, as amended by sections 13307, 13308, and 
13531 of this Act, is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (t) as subsection (u) and by 
inserting after subsection (s) the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(t) ELIMINATION OF DEDUCTION FOR STATE 
AND LOCAL TAXES.—In the case of a corpora-
tion and a taxable year beginning after De-
cember 31, 2019, no deduction otherwise al-
lowable under this section shall be allowed 
for any State or local income, war profits, 
and excess profits taxes (as described in sec-
tion 164(a)(3)).’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(b) INCREASE IN RATE FOR DEDUCTION FOR 
QUALIFIED BUSINESS INCOME OF PASS-THRU 
ENTITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199A of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as added by section 
11011 of this Act, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2) of subsection (a), by 
striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘22.4 
percent’’, and 

(B) in paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(A) of sub-
section (b), by striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘22.4 percent’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(c) TAXPAYER REFUND PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury shall implement a program under 
which taxpayers who have paid a penalty 
under section 5000A of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 for any taxable year beginning 
after December 31, 2013, and before January 
1, 2016, receive 1 payment in refund of all 
such penalties paid, without regard to 
whether or not an amended return is filed. 
Such payment shall be made not later than 
April 15, 2018. 

(2) WAIVER OF STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.— 
Solely for purposes of claiming the refund 
under paragraph (1), the period prescribed by 
section 6511(a) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 with respect to any payment of a pen-
alty under section 5000A shall be extended 
until the date prescribed by law (including 
extensions) for filing the return of tax for 
the taxable year that includes December 31, 
2017. 

(d) CHILD TAX CREDIT FOR PREGNANT 
WOMEN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (h) of section 
24, as added by section 11022 of this Act, is 
amended by striking paragraphs (4) through 
(8) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(4) PARTIAL CREDIT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN 
OTHER DEPENDENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The credit determined 
under subsection (a) (after the application of 
paragraph (2)) shall be increased by $500 for 
each dependent of the taxpayer (as defined in 
section 152) other than a qualifying child de-
scribed in subsection (c). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN NONCITIZENS.— 
Subparagraph (A) shall not apply with re-
spect to any individual who would not be a 
dependent if subparagraph (A) of section 
152(b)(3) were applied without regard to all 
that follows ‘resident of the United States’. 

‘‘(5) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF REFUNDABLE 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d)(1)(A) 
shall be applied without regard to para-
graphs (2) and (5) of this subsection. 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—In the 
case of a taxable year beginning after 2017, 
subsection (d)(1)(A) shall be applied as if the 
$1,000 amount in subsection (a) were in-
creased (but not to exceed the amount under 
paragraph (2) of this subsection) by an 
amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins. 
Any increase determined under the preceding 
sentence shall be rounded to the next highest 
multiple of $100. 

‘‘(6) EARNED INCOME THRESHOLD FOR RE-
FUNDABLE CREDIT.—Subsection (d)(1)(B)(i) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘$2,500’ for 
‘$3,000’. 

‘‘(7) SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER REQUIRED.— 
No credit shall be allowed under subsection 
(d) to a taxpayer with respect to any quali-
fying child unless the taxpayer includes the 
social security number of such child on the 
return of tax for the taxable year. For pur-
poses of the preceding sentence, the term ‘so-
cial security number’ means a social secu-
rity number issued to an individual by the 
Social Security Administration, but only if 
the social security number is issued to a cit-
izen of the United States or is issued pursu-
ant to subclause (I) (or that portion of sub-
clause (III) that relates to subclause (I)) of 
section 205(c)(2)(B)(i) of the Social Security 
Act. 

‘‘(8) CREDIT ALLOWED WITH RESPECT TO UN-
BORN CHILDREN.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying 
child’ includes an unborn child (as defined in 
section 1841(d) of title 18, United States 
Code) for any such taxable year if such child 
is born and issued a social security number 
(as defined in subsection (h)(7)) before the 
due date for the return of tax (without re-
gard to extensions) for the taxable year. 

‘‘(B) DOUBLE CREDIT IN CASE OF CHILDREN 
UNABLE TO CLAIM CREDIT.—In the case of any 
child born during a taxable year described in 
paragraph (1) who is not taken into account 
under subparagraph (A) for the taxable year 
immediately preceding the taxable year in 
which the child is born, the amount of the 
credit determined under this section with re-
spect to such child for the taxable year of 
the child’s birth shall be increased by 100 
percent.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the amendments made by sec-
tion 11022 of this Act. 

SA 1755. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 11042 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 11042. MODIFICATION OF DEDUCTION FOR 

STATE AND LOCAL, ETC. TAXES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) INDIVIDUALS AND CORPORATIONS.—Sub-

section (b) of section 164 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) MODIFICATION OF DEDUCTIONS FOR CER-
TAIN TAXABLE YEARS.— 

‘‘(A) INDIVIDUALS.—In the case of an indi-
vidual and a taxable year beginning after De-
cember 31, 2017, and before January 1, 2026— 

‘‘(i) paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a) 
shall not apply to any real property or per-
sonal property taxes, other than taxes which 
are paid or accrued in carrying on a trade or 
business or an activity described in section 
212, and 

‘‘(ii) subsection (a)(3) shall not apply to 
any State or local taxes. 

‘‘(B) CORPORATIONS.—In the case of a cor-
poration and a taxable year beginning after 
December 31, 2019— 

‘‘(i) subsection (a)(3) shall not apply to any 
State or local taxes, and 

‘‘(ii) the second sentence of subsection (a) 
shall not apply.’’. 

(2) TRADE OR BUSINESS EXPENSE.—Section 
162, as amended by sections 13307, 13308, and 
13531 of this Act, is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (t) as subsection (u) and by 
inserting after subsection (s) the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(t) ELIMINATION OF DEDUCTION FOR STATE 
AND LOCAL TAXES.—In the case of a corpora-
tion and a taxable year beginning after De-
cember 31, 2019, no deduction otherwise al-
lowable under this section shall be allowed 
for any State or local income, war profits, 
and excess profits taxes (as described in sec-
tion 164(a)(3)).’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(b) INCREASE IN RATE FOR DEDUCTION FOR 
QUALIFIED BUSINESS INCOME OF PASS-THRU 
ENTITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199A of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as added by section 
11011 of this Act, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2) of subsection (a), by 
striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘22.4 
percent’’, and 

(B) in paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(A) of sub-
section (b), by striking ‘‘17.4 percent’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘22.4 percent’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(c) EXTENSION OF 100 PERCENT EXPENSING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(k), as amend-

ed by section 13201 of this Act, is amended— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘JANUARY 1, 

2023’’ and inserting ‘‘JANUARY 1, 2024’’, 
(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)(iii), clauses (i)(III) 

and (ii) of subparagraph (B), and subpara-
graph (E)(i), by striking ‘‘January 1, 2023’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2024’’, and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (i)(II), by striking ‘‘January 1, 

2024’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2025’’, and 
(II) in the heading of clause (ii), by strik-

ing ‘‘PRE-JANUARY 1, 2023’’ and inserting ‘‘PRE- 
JANUARY 1, 2024’’, and 

(C) in paragraph (5)(A), by striking ‘‘Janu-
ary 1, 2023’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2024’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Clause (ii) of 
section 460(c)(6)(B) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2023 (January 1, 2024’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘January 1, 2024 (January 1, 2024’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATES.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the amendments made by sec-
tion 13201 of this Act. 

SA 1756. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, 
Mr. CORNYN, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. 
HELLER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, to provide for reconciliation 
pursuant to titles II and V of the con-
current resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2018; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subpart C of part I of subtitle 
D, insert the following: 
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SEC. 14305. ELECTION TO INCREASE PERCENT-

AGE OF DOMESTIC TAXABLE IN-
COME OFFSET BY OVERALL DOMES-
TIC LOSS TREATED AS FOREIGN 
SOURCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 904(g) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(5) ELECTION TO INCREASE PERCENTAGE OF 
TAXABLE INCOME TREATED AS FOREIGN 
SOURCE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If any pre-2018 unused 
overall domestic loss is taken into account 
under paragraph (1) for any applicable tax-
able year, the taxpayer may elect to have 
such paragraph applied to such loss by sub-
stituting a percentage greater than 50 per-
cent (but not greater than 100 percent) for 50 
percent in subparagraph (B) thereof. 

‘‘(B) PRE-2018 UNUSED OVERALL DOMESTIC 
LOSS.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘pre-2018 unused overall domestic loss’ 
means any overall domestic loss which— 

‘‘(i) arises in a qualified taxable year be-
ginning before January 1, 2018, and 

‘‘(ii) has not been used under paragraph (1) 
for any taxable year beginning before such 
date. 

‘‘(C) APPLICABLE TAXABLE YEAR.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘applicable 
taxable year’ means any taxable year of the 
taxpayer beginning after December 31, 2017, 
and before January 1, 2028.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1757. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself 
and Mr. ROBERTS) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 421, strike lines 15 through 21 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(o) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as may be necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the provisions of this section or to pre-
vent the avoidance of the purposes of this 
section, including through a reduction in 
earnings and profits through changes in enti-
ty classification, changes in accounting 
methods, or otherwise. 

‘‘(p) INCLUSION OF DEFERRED FOREIGN IN-
COME UNDER THIS SECTION NOT TO TRIGGER 
RECAPTURE OF OVERALL FOREIGN LOSS.—For 
purposes of sections 904(f)(1) and 907(c)(4), in 
the case of a United States shareholder of a 
deferred foreign income corporation, such 
United States shareholder’s taxable income 
from sources without the United States and 
combined foreign oil and gas income shall be 
determined without regard to this section.’’. 

SA 1758. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself 
and Mr. ROBERTS) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 485, strike line 16 and 
all that follows through page 486, line 4, and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(4) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN AMOUNTS WITH 
RESPECT TO CERTAIN SERVICES.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not apply to any amount paid or ac-
crued by a taxpayer for services if— 

‘‘(A)(i) such services are services which 
meet the requirements for eligibility for use 
of the services cost method under section 482 
(determined without regard to the require-

ment that the services not contribute sig-
nificantly to fundamental risks of business 
success or failure), and 

‘‘(ii) such amount constitutes the total 
services cost with no markup, or 

‘‘(B) such services consist of the trans-
mission of communications or data over net-
work assets outside the United States. 

SA 1759. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 425, strike lines 17 through 19 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(V) any combined foreign oil and gas in-
come (as defined in section 907(b)(1)) of such 
corporation, over 

SA 1760. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 223, strike lines 11 through 20, and 
insert the following: 

(B) with respect to which the 24-month pe-
riod selected by the taxpayer under clause (i) 
of section 47(c)(1)(B) of the Internal Revenue 
Code (as amended by subsection (b)), or the 
60-month period applicable under clause (ii) 
of such section, begins not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, 

the amendments made by this section shall 
apply to such expenditures paid or incurred 
after the end of the taxable year in which 
the 24-month period, or the 60-month period, 
referred to in subparagraph (B) ends. 

SA 1761. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I, insert 
the following: 
SEC. ll. EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY INCREASE 

IN LIMIT ON COVER OVER OF RUM 
EXCISE TAXES TO PUERTO RICO AND 
THE VIRGIN ISLANDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7652(f)(1) is 
amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2017’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2023’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to distilled 
spirits brought into the United States after 
December 31, 2016. 

SA 1762. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 14224. 

SA 1763. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 

2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 398, strike line 5 and all 
that follows through page 401, line 19 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(2) AGGREGATE FOREIGN CASH POSITION.— 
For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘aggregate for-
eign cash position’ means— 

‘‘(i) with respect to any United States 
shareholder, the sum of each specified for-
eign corporation’s net cash position, deter-
mined as of the close of the last taxable year 
of such specified foreign corporation which 
begins before January 1, 2018, or 

‘‘(ii) one half of the sum of— 
‘‘(I) the aggregate described in clause (i) 

determined as of the close of the last taxable 
year of each such specified foreign corpora-
tion which ends before November 9, 2017, plus 

‘‘(II) the aggregate described in clause (i) 
determined as of the close of the taxable 
year of each such specified foreign corpora-
tion which precedes the taxable year referred 
to in subclause (I). 

‘‘(B) GROSS CASH POSITION.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the cash position of any 
specified foreign corporation is the sum of— 

‘‘(i) cash and foreign currency held by such 
foreign corporation, 

‘‘(ii) the gross accounts receivable of such 
foreign corporation, plus 

‘‘(iii) the fair market value of the fol-
lowing assets held by such corporation: 

‘‘(I) Personal property which is of a type 
that is actively traded and for which there is 
an established financial market (other than 
stock in the specified foreign corporation). 

‘‘(II) Commercial paper, certificates of de-
posit, the securities of the Federal govern-
ment and of any State or foreign govern-
ment. 

‘‘(III) Any obligation with a term of less 
than one year. 

‘‘(IV) Any asset which the Secretary iden-
tifies as being economically equivalent to 
any asset described in this subparagraph. 

‘‘(C) NET CASH POSITION.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the net cash position of a 
specified foreign corporation is the sum of 
such corporation’s gross cash position and 
its gross short cash position. 

‘‘(D) GROSS SHORT CASH POSITION.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the gross short cash 
position of a specified foreign corporation is 
the sum of— 

‘‘(i) the gross accounts payable of such cor-
poration, 

‘‘(ii) the gross obligations owed by such 
corporation with a term of less than 1 year, 
and 

‘‘(iii) gross liabilities of such corporation 
which consist of actively traded personal 
property for which there is an established se-
curities market. 

‘‘(E) PREVENTION OF DOUBLE COUNTING.— 
Cash positions of a specified foreign corpora-
tion described in clause (ii) or (iii)(III) of 
subparagraph (B) shall not be taken into ac-
count by a United States shareholder under 
subparagraph (A) to the extent that such 
United States shareholder demonstrates to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary that such 
amount is so taken into account by such 
United States shareholder with respect to 
another specified foreign corporation. 

‘‘(F) CASH POSITIONS OF CERTAIN NON-COR-
PORATE ENTITIES TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.—An 
entity shall be treated as a specified foreign 
corporation of a United States shareholder 
for purposes of determining such United 
States shareholder’s aggregate foreign cash 
position if— 

‘‘(i) such entity is a foreign entity which 
would be a specified foreign corporation of 
such United States shareholder if such enti-
ty were a corporation, or 
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‘‘(ii) any interest in such entity is held by 

a specified foreign corporation of such 
United States shareholder (determined after 
application of clause (i)) and such entity 
would be a specified foreign corporation of 
such United States shareholder if such enti-
ty were a foreign corporation. 

‘‘(G) ANTI-ABUSE.—If the Secretary deter- 

SA 1764. Mr. ISAKSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 13221, add the fol-
lowing: 

(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR ORIGINAL ISSUE DIS-
COUNT.—Notwithstanding subsection (c), in 
the case of income from a debt instrument 
having original issue discount— 

(1) the amendments made by this section 
shall apply to taxable years beginning after 
December 31, 2018, and 

(2) the period for taking into account any 
adjustments under section 481 by reason of a 
qualified change in method of accounting (as 
defined in subsection (d)) shall be 6 years. 

SA 1765. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 309, strike line 18 and 
all that follows through page 310, line 4 and 
insert the following: 
SEC. 13704. TAX-EXEMPT STATUS FOR PROFES-

SIONAL SPORTS LEAGUES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (6) of section 

501(c) is amended by striking ‘‘professional 
football leagues (whether or not admin-
istering a pension fund for football players)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘professional sports leagues 
whose members all have an independent con-
tractor relationship with the league (wheth-
er or not administering a pension fund for 
athletes)’’. 

SA 1766. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 449, strike lines 16 through 19 and 
insert the following: 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 958(b)(4) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Subparagraph’’ and in-
serting ‘‘With respect to industries classified 
under North American Industry Classifica-
tion System codes US326 or US336 only, sub-
paragraph’’. 

SA 1767. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 487, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

‘‘(4) EXCEPTION.—The term ‘applicable tax-
payer’ does not include any corporation clas-
sified under North American Industry Classi-
fication System codes US326 or US336.’’. 

SA 1768. Mr. NELSON (for himself 
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. NONAPPLICATION TO PUERTO RICO. 

This Act, including any amendments made 
by this Act (except for the amendments 
made in section 13823), shall be null and void 
and have no effect with respect to income de-
rived from sources within Puerto Rico until 
all bona fide residents of Puerto Rico (as de-
fined for purposes of section 933 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986) are treated in the 
same manner as residents of the 50 States for 
purposes of such Code. 

SA 1769. Mr. NELSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. THREE PERCENT RATE FOR PORTABLE, 

ELECTRONICALLY-AERATED BAIT 
CONTAINERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4161(a) is amend-
ed by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5) and by inserting after paragraph (3) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) 3 PERCENT RATE FOR PORTABLE, ELEC-
TRONICALLY-AERATED BAIT CONTAINERS.—In 
the case of portable, electronically-aerated 
bait containers, paragraph (1) shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘3 percent’ for ‘10 per-
cent’.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to articles 
sold by the manufacturer, producer, or im-
porter after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1770. Mr. NELSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 
Subtitle F—Identity Theft and Tax Fraud 

Prevention 
SEC. 16001. SHORT TITLE; DEFINITION. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This subtitle may be 
cited as the ‘‘Identity Theft and Tax Fraud 
Prevention Act of 2017’’. 

(b) SECRETARY.—In this subtitle, the term 
‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the Secretary’s delegate. 

PART I—IDENTITY THEFT AND TAX 
REFUND FRAUD PREVENTION 
Subpart A—General Provisions 

SEC. 16101. GUIDELINES FOR STOLEN IDENTITY 
REFUND FRAUD CASES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, in consultation with the Na-
tional Taxpayer Advocate, shall develop and 
implement publicly available guidelines for 
management of cases involving stolen iden-
tity refund fraud in a manner that reduces 

the administrative burden on taxpayers who 
are victims of such fraud. 

(b) STANDARDS AND PROCEDURES TO BE 
CONSIDERED.—The guidelines described in 
subsection (a) may include— 

(1) standards for— 
(A) the average length of time in which a 

case involving stolen identity refund fraud 
should be resolved, 

(B) the maximum length of time, on aver-
age, a taxpayer who is a victim of stolen 
identity refund fraud and is entitled to a tax 
refund which has been stolen should have to 
wait to receive such refund, and 

(C) the maximum number of offices and 
employees within the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice with whom a taxpayer who is a victim of 
stolen identity refund fraud should be re-
quired to interact in order to resolve a case, 

(2) standards for opening, assigning, reas-
signing, or closing a case involving stolen 
identity refund fraud, and 

(3) procedures for implementing and ac-
complishing the standards described in para-
graphs (1) and (2), and measures for evalu-
ating such procedures and determining 
whether such standards have been success-
fully implemented. 
SEC. 16102. CRIMINAL PENALTY FOR MISAPPRO-

PRIATING TAXPAYER IDENTITY IN 
CONNECTION WITH TAX FRAUD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7206 is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Any person’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Any person’’, and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

subsection: 
‘‘(b) MISAPPROPRIATION OF IDENTITY.—Any 

person who willfully misappropriates an-
other person’s taxpayer identity (as defined 
in section 6103(b)(6)) for the purpose of mak-
ing any list, return, account, statement, or 
other document submitted to the Secretary 
under the provisions of this title shall be 
guilty of a felony and, upon conviction 
thereof, shall be fined not more than $250,000 
($500,000 in the case of a corporation) or im-
prisoned not more than 5 years, or both, to-
gether with the costs of prosecution.’’. 

(b) IDENTITY PROTECTION PERSONAL IDENTI-
FICATION NUMBER.—Section 6109 is amended 
by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) IDENTITY PROTECTION PERSONAL IDEN-
TIFICATION NUMBER.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘identifying number’ shall in-
clude an identity protection personal identi-
fication number, as defined in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) DEFINITION.—The term ‘identity pro-
tection personal identification number’ 
means a number assigned by the Secretary 
to a taxpayer to help prevent the misuse of 
the social security account number of the 
taxpayer on fraudulent Federal income tax 
returns and to assist the Secretary in 
verifying a taxpayer’s identity.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to of-
fenses committed on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 16103. INCREASED PENALTY FOR IMPROPER 

DISCLOSURE OR USE OF INFORMA-
TION BY PREPARERS OF RETURNS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6713 is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 

as subsections (c) and (d), respectively, and 
(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-

lowing new subsection: 
‘‘(b) ENHANCED PENALTY FOR IMPROPER USE 

OR DISCLOSURE RELATING TO IDENTITY 
THEFT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a disclo-
sure or use described in subsection (a) that is 
made in connection with a crime relating to 
the misappropriation of another person’s 
taxpayer identity (as defined in section 
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6103(b)(6)), whether or not such crime in-
volves any tax filing, subsection (a) shall be 
applied— 

‘‘(A) by substituting ‘$1,000’ for ‘$250’, and 
‘‘(B) by substituting ‘$50,000’ for ‘$10,000’. 
‘‘(2) SEPARATE APPLICATION OF TOTAL PEN-

ALTY LIMITATION.—The limitation on the 
total amount of the penalty under sub-
section (a) shall be applied separately with 
respect to disclosures or uses to which this 
subsection applies and to which it does not 
apply.’’. 

(b) CRIMINAL PENALTY.—Section 7216(a) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$1,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$1,000 ($100,000 in the case of a disclosure or 
use to which section 6713(b) applies)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disclo-
sures or uses on or after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 16104. NOTIFICATION OF SUSPECTED IDEN-

TITY THEFT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 77 is amended by 

adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 7529. NOTIFICATION OF SUSPECTED IDEN-

TITY THEFT. 
‘‘If the Secretary determines that there 

has been or may have been an unauthorized 
use of the identity of any individual, the 
Secretary shall, without jeopardizing an in-
vestigation relating to tax administration— 

‘‘(1) as soon as practicable, notify the indi-
vidual of such determination and provide— 

‘‘(A) instructions on how to file a report 
with law enforcement regarding the unau-
thorized use of the identity of the individual, 

‘‘(B) the identification of any forms nec-
essary for the individual to complete and 
submit to law enforcement to permit access 
to personal information of the individual 
during the investigation, 

‘‘(C) information regarding actions the in-
dividual may take in order to protect the in-
dividual from harm relating to such unau-
thorized use, and 

‘‘(D) an offer of identity protection meas-
ures to be provided to the individual by the 
Internal Revenue Service, such as the use of 
an identity protection personal identifica-
tion number (as defined in section 6109(e)), 
and 

‘‘(2) at the time the information described 
in paragraph (1) is provided (or, if not avail-
able at such time, as soon as practicable 
thereafter), issue additional notifications to 
such individual (or such individual’s des-
ignee) regarding— 

‘‘(A) whether an investigation has been ini-
tiated in regards to such unauthorized use, 

‘‘(B) whether the investigation substan-
tiated an unauthorized use of the identity of 
the individual, and 

‘‘(C) whether— 
‘‘(i) any action has been taken against a 

person relating to such unauthorized use, or 
‘‘(ii) any referral has been made for crimi-

nal prosecution of such person and, to the 
extent such information is available, wheth-
er such person has been criminally charged 
by indictment or information.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 77 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 7529. Notification of suspected iden-

tity theft.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to deter-
minations made after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 16105. LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT LIAISON. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue shall establish within the 
Criminal Investigation Division of the Inter-
nal Revenue Service the position of Local 
Law Enforcement Liaison. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Local Law Enforcement 
Liaison shall serve as the primary source of 

contact for State and local law enforcement 
authorities with respect to tax-related iden-
tity theft and other tax fraud matters, hav-
ing duties that shall include— 

(1) receiving information from State and 
local law enforcement authorities, 

(2) responding to inquiries from State and 
local law enforcement authorities, 

(3) administering authorized information- 
sharing initiatives with State or local law 
enforcement authorities and reviewing the 
performance of such initiatives, 

(4) ensuring any information provided 
through authorized information-sharing ini-
tiatives with State or local law enforcement 
authorities is used only for the prosecution 
of identity theft-related crimes and not re- 
disclosed to third parties, and 

(5) any other duties as delegated by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Subpart B—Administrative Authority To Pre-

vent Identity Theft and Tax Refund Fraud 
SEC. 16111. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER INTERNAL 

REVENUE SERVICE APPROPRIA-
TIONS TO COMBAT TAX FRAUD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For any fiscal year, in ad-
dition to any other authority to transfer 
amounts appropriated to an Internal Rev-
enue Service account, the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Commissioner’’) may transfer not 
more than $10,000,000 to any account of the 
Internal Revenue Service from amounts ap-
propriated to other Internal Revenue Service 
accounts. Any amounts so transferred shall 
be used solely for the purposes of preventing, 
detecting, and resolving potential cases of 
tax fraud, which may include educating tax-
payers about common tax fraud scams and 
how to protect themselves from such scams. 

(b) LIMITATION.—The Commissioner shall 
not transfer any amounts described in sub-
section (a) unless the Commissioner has de-
termined that taxpayer services provided by 
the Internal Revenue Service to the public 
(including telephone operations, forms and 
publications, and similar types of taxpayer 
assistance) will not be impaired by such 
transfer. 
SEC. 16112. STREAMLINED CRITICAL PAY AU-

THORITY FOR INFORMATION TECH-
NOLOGY POSITIONS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 9503(a) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘the Secretary of the Treasury’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘establish’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the Secretary of the Treasury 
may, during the period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of the Identity Theft and 
Tax Fraud Prevention Act of 2017 and ending 
on September 30, 2022, establish’’, and 

(2) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘the In-
ternal Revenue Service’s successful accom-
plishment of an important mission’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the functionality of the information 
technology operations of the Internal Rev-
enue Service’’. 

(b) RECRUITMENT, RETENTION, RELOCATION 
INCENTIVES, AND RELOCATION EXPENSES.— 
Section 9504 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Before September 30, 2013’’ 

and inserting ‘‘During the period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of the Identity 
Theft and Tax Fraud Prevention Act of 2017 
and ending on September 30, 2022’’, and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘for employees holding po-
sitions described in section 9503(a)(1)’’ after 
‘‘incentives’’, and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Before September 30, 2013’’ 

and inserting ‘‘During the period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of the Identity 
Theft and Tax Fraud Prevention Act of 2017 
and ending on September 30, 2022’’, 

(B) by striking ‘‘employees transferred or 
reemployed’’ and inserting ‘‘employees hold-
ing positions described in section 9503(a)(1) 
who are transferred or reemployed during 
such period’’, and 

(C) by striking ‘‘section 9502 or 9503 after 
June 1, 1998’’ and inserting ‘‘section 9503 dur-
ing such period’’. 

(c) PERFORMANCE AWARDS FOR SENIOR EX-
ECUTIVES.—Section 9505(a) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Before September 30, 2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘During the period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of the Identity 
Theft and Tax Fraud Prevention Act of 2017 
and ending on September 30, 2022’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘significant functions’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the information technology oper-
ations’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to payments 
made on or after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 16113. ACCESS TO THE NATIONAL DIREC-

TORY OF NEW HIRES FOR TAX AD-
MINISTRATION PURPOSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
453(i) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
653(i)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION OF FEDERAL TAX 
LAWS.—The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
have access to the information in the Na-
tional Directory of New Hires solely for pur-
poses of administering the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 16114. USE OF INFORMATION IN DO NOT PAY 

INITIATIVE IN PREVENTION OF 
IDENTITY THEFT REFUND FRAUD. 

The Secretary shall use the information 
available under the Do Not Pay Initiative es-
tablished under section 5 of the Improper 
Payments Elimination and Recovery Im-
provement Act of 2012 (31 U.S.C. 3321 note) to 
help prevent identity theft refund fraud. 
SEC. 16115. MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR PROFES-

SIONAL TAX PREPARERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 

330 of title 31, United States Code, is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) establish minimum standards regu-
lating— 

‘‘(A) the practice of representatives of per-
sons before the Department of the Treasury; 
and 

‘‘(B) the practice of tax return preparers; 
and’’, and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘or tax return preparer’’ 

after ‘‘representative’’ each place it appears, 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or in preparing their tax 
returns, claims for refund, or documents in 
connection with tax returns or claims for re-
fund’’ after ‘‘cases’’ in subparagraph (D). 

(b) AUTHORITY TO SANCTION REGULATED 
TAX RETURN PREPARERS.—Subsection (b) of 
section 330 of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘before the Department’’, 
(2) by inserting ‘‘or tax return preparer’’ 

after ‘‘representative’’ each place it appears, 
and 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘misleads 
or threatens’’ and all that follows and insert-
ing ‘‘misleads or threatens— 

‘‘(A) any person being represented or any 
prospective person being represented; or 

‘‘(B) any person or prospective person 
whose tax return, claim for refund, or docu-
ment in connection with a tax return or 
claim for refund, is being or may be pre-
pared.’’. 

(c) TAX RETURN PREPARER DEFINED.—Sec-
tion 330 of title 31, United States Code, is 
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amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e) TAX RETURN PREPARER.—For purposes 
of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘tax return 
preparer’ has the meaning given such term 
under section 7701(a)(36) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986. 

‘‘(2) TAX RETURN.—The term ‘tax return’ 
has the meaning given to the term ‘return’ 
under section 6696(e)(1) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986. 

‘‘(3) CLAIM FOR REFUND.—The term ‘claim 
for refund’ has the meaning given such term 
under section 6696(e)(2) of such Code.’’. 
SEC. 16116. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON 

STRENGTHENED PENALTIES AND 
ENFORCEMENT FOR IMPER-
SONATING AN IRS OFFICIAL OR 
AGENT. 

It is the sense of the Senate that the pen-
alties under section 912 of title 18, United 
States Code, for impersonating an officer or 
employee acting under the authority of the 
United States should be amended to increase 
the penalties for impersonating an official or 
agent of the Internal Revenue Service and 
enforced to the fullest extent of the law. 

Subpart C—Reports 
SEC. 16121. IRS REPORT ON STOLEN IDENTITY 

REFUND FRAUD. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 

30, 2018, and every even-numbered calendar 
year thereafter through September 30, 2026, 
the Secretary shall report to the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate on the extent and nature of 
stolen identity refund fraud under the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as based on the 
most recent data that is available. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report described in sub-
section (a) shall include— 

(1) a discussion of the detection, preven-
tion, and enforcement activities undertaken 
by the Internal Revenue Service with respect 
to such fraud, including— 

(A) efforts to combat stolen identity re-
fund fraud, including an update on the vic-
tims’ assistance unit (or any equivalent 
unit), 

(B) an update on Internal Revenue Service 
efforts and results associated with limiting 
multiple refunds to the same financial ac-
count and physical address, with appropriate 
exceptions, and 

(C) Internal Revenue Service efforts associ-
ated with other avenues for addressing sto-
len identity refund fraud, 

(2) information regarding the average and 
maximum amounts of time that elapsed be-
fore resolution of a victim’s case, 

(3) an analysis of ways to accelerate infor-
mation matching in order to prevent stolen 
identity refund fraud, 

(4) an update on the implementation of the 
relevant provisions of this Act and the 
amendments made by this Act, and 

(5) identification of any further legislation 
to protect taxpayer resources and informa-
tion, including preventing tax refund fraud 
related to the Internal Revenue Service’s e- 
Services tools and electronic filing identi-
fication numbers. 

(c) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR THE FIRST 
REPORT.—The first report required under 
this section shall include— 

(1) an assessment of the progress made by 
the Internal Revenue Service on identity 
theft outreach and education to individuals, 
businesses, State agencies, and other exter-
nal organizations, and 

(2) the results of a study on the costs and 
benefits relating to enhancement of the tax-
payer authentication approach employed by 
the Internal Revenue Service in the elec-
tronic tax return filing process. 

SEC. 16122. REPORT ON STATUS OF THE IDEN-
TITY THEFT TAX REFUND FRAUD IN-
FORMATION SHARING AND ANAL-
YSIS CENTER. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
report to the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate on— 

(1) whether the Identity Theft Tax Refund 
Fraud Information Sharing and Analysis 
Center (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Center’’) is fully operational, 

(2) if the Center is not fully operational, 
what steps are necessary for the Center to be 
fully operational and an estimate of when 
the Center will be fully operational, and 

(3) any challenges that remain for effective 
sharing of information between the public 
and private sectors and efforts that are being 
undertaken to address such challenges. 
SEC. 16123. REPORT ON IRS IMPOSTER PHONE 

SCAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Inspector General for Tax Administra-
tion, in consultation with the Federal Com-
munications Commission and the Federal 
Trade Commission, shall submit a report to 
Congress regarding identity theft phone 
scams under which individuals attempt to 
obtain personal information over the phone 
from taxpayers by falsely claiming to be 
calling from or on behalf the Internal Rev-
enue Service. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Such report 
shall include— 

(1) a description of the nature and form of 
such scams, 

(2) an estimate of the number of taxpayers 
contacted pursuant to, and the number of 
taxpayers who have been victims of, such 
scams, 

(3) an estimate of the amount of wrongful 
payments obtained from such scams, and 

(4) details of potential solutions to combat 
and prevent such scams, including best prac-
tices from the private sector and techno-
logical solutions. 

PART II—IMPROVEMENTS TO 
ELECTRONIC FILING OF TAX RETURNS 

SEC. 16201. STUDY ON FEASIBILITY OF BLOCKING 
ELECTRONICALLY FILED TAX RE-
TURNS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall report to the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate on 
the feasibility of implementing a program 
under which a person who has filed an iden-
tity theft affidavit with the Secretary may 
elect to prevent the processing of any Fed-
eral tax return submitted in an electronic 
format by anyone purporting to be such per-
son, including a recommendation on whether 
to implement such a program. 
SEC. 16202. ENHANCEMENTS TO IRS PIN PRO-

GRAM. 
Not later than July 1, 2019, the Secretary 

shall establish a program to issue, upon re-
quest, an identity protection personal identi-
fication number (as described in section 
6109(e)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (as added by section 16102(b) of this Act)) 
to any individual after the individual’s iden-
tity has been verified to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary. 
SEC. 16203. INCREASING ELECTRONIC FILING OF 

RETURNS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-

tion 6011(e)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘250’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the applicable number of’’. 

(b) APPLICABLE NUMBER.—Subsection (e) of 
section 6011 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) APPLICABLE NUMBER.—For purposes of 
paragraph (2)(A), the applicable number is— 

‘‘(A) in the case of returns and statements 
relating to calendar years before 2020, 250, 

‘‘(B) in the case of returns and statements 
relating to calendar year 2020, 200, 

‘‘(C) in the case of returns and statements 
relating to calendar year 2021, 150, 

‘‘(D) in the case of returns and statements 
relating to calendar year 2022, 100, 

‘‘(E) in the case of returns and statements 
relating to calendar year 2023, 50, and 

‘‘(F) in the case of returns and statements 
relating to calendar years after 2023, 20.’’. 

(c) RETURNS FILED BY A TAX RETURN PRE-
PARER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 6011(e)(3) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that any individual income tax return 
which is prepared and filed by a tax return 
preparer be filed on magnetic media. The 
Secretary may waive the requirement of the 
preceding sentence if the Secretary deter-
mines, on the basis of an application by the 
tax return preparer, that the preparer cannot 
meet such requirement based on techno-
logical constraints (including lack of access 
to the Internet).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(3) of section 6011(e) is amended by striking 
subparagraph (B) and by redesignating sub-
paragraph (C) as subparagraph (B). 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
the due date for which (determined without 
regard to extensions) is after December 31, 
2018. 
SEC. 16204. INTERNET PLATFORM FOR FORM 1099 

FILINGS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1, 

2022, the Secretary shall make available an 
Internet website or other electronic media, 
similar to the Business Services Online Suite 
of Services provided by the Social Security 
Administration, that will provide taxpayers 
access to resources and guidance provided by 
the Internal Revenue Service and will allow 
taxpayers to— 

(1) prepare and file Forms 1099, 
(2) prepare Forms 1099 for distribution to 

recipients other than the Internal Revenue 
Service, and 

(3) create and maintain necessary taxpayer 
records. 

(b) EARLY IMPLEMENTATION FOR FORMS 
1099–MISC.—Not later than January 1, 2020, 
the Internet website under subsection (a) 
shall be available in a partial form that will 
allow taxpayers to take the actions de-
scribed in such subsection with respect to 
Forms 1099–MISC required to be filed or dis-
tributed by such taxpayers. 
SEC. 16205. REQUIREMENT THAT ELECTRONI-

CALLY PREPARED PAPER RETURNS 
INCLUDE SCANNABLE CODE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section 
6011, as amended by section 16203(b) of this 
Act, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETURNS PREPARED 
ELECTRONICALLY AND SUBMITTED ON PAPER.— 
The Secretary shall require that any return 
of tax which is prepared electronically, but 
is printed and filed on paper, bear a code 
which can, when scanned, convert such re-
turn to electronic format.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(1) of section 6011(e) is amended by striking 
‘‘paragraph (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs 
(3) and (6)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
of tax the due date for which (determined 
without regard to extensions) is after De-
cember 31, 2018. 
SEC. 16206. AUTHENTICATION OF USERS OF 

ELECTRONIC SERVICES ACCOUNTS. 
Beginning 180 days after the date of the en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
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verify the identity of any individual opening 
an e-Services account with the Internal Rev-
enue Service before such individual is able to 
use the e-Services tools. 

SA 1771. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I, insert 
the following: 
Subtitle F—Coal Community Empowerment 

Act 
SEC. 16001. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Coal 
Community Empowerment Act of 2017’’. 

PART I—COAL COMMUNITY ZONE TAX 
INCENTIVES 

SEC. 16101. COAL COMMUNITY ZONES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter Y of chapter 1 

of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new part: 

‘‘PART IV—COAL COMMUNITY ZONES 
‘‘Sec. 1400V–1. Definition of coal community 

zone. 
‘‘Sec. 1400V–2. Application of empowerment 

zone incentives to coal commu-
nity zones. 

‘‘Sec. 1400V–3. Commercial revitalization de-
duction. 

‘‘Sec. 1400V–4. Exclusion of capital gains. 
‘‘Sec. 1400V–5. Application of new markets 

tax credit to investments in 
community development enti-
ties serving coal community 
zones. 

‘‘SEC. 1400V–1. DEFINITION OF COAL COMMUNITY 
ZONE. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purpose of this part, 
the term ‘coal community zone’ means any 
county in the United States in which— 

‘‘(1)(A) there were not less than 50 fewer in-
dividuals employed at coal mines in such 
county for calendar year 2015 as compared to 
calendar year 2011 (determined based on data 
collected by the Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Administration), and 

‘‘(B) the quarterly average of the total 
number of employees employed in such coun-
ty for the first calendar year in the applica-
ble period (as estimated by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics) was not more than 20,000, 
or 

‘‘(2) not less than an average of 5 percent of 
the total employment within the county dur-
ing the applicable period was at coal mines. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—The term ‘appli-
cable period’ means the period beginning 
after December 31, 2010, and ending before 
January 1, 2016. 

‘‘(2) COAL MINE.—The term ‘coal mine’ has 
the meaning given such term under section 
3(h)(2) of the Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Act of 1977. 
‘‘SEC. 1400V–2. APPLICATION OF EMPOWERMENT 

ZONE INCENTIVES TO COAL COMMU-
NITY ZONES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 
title, except as otherwise provided in this 
section, a coal community zone shall be 
treated as an empowerment zone designated 
under subchapter U. 

‘‘(b) PERIOD OF DESIGNATION.—A designa-
tion as an empowerment zone under sub-
section (a) shall remain in effect during the 

period beginning on January 1, 2018, and end-
ing on December 31, 2022. 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR BONDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a coal 

community zone bond— 
‘‘(A) such bond shall not be treated as a 

private activity bond for purposes of section 
146, and 

‘‘(B) section 1394(c) shall not apply. 
‘‘(2) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There is a national coal 

community zone bond limitation for all coal 
community zone bonds. Such limitation is 
$1,000,000,000. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF LIMITATION.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate the limitation under 
subparagraph (A) to States in which there 
are located coal community zones. Such al-
location shall be in proportion to the popu-
lation of residents in coal community zones 
in such States relative to the total popu-
lation of residents in all coal community 
zones. The limitation allocated to a State 
under the preceding sentence shall be allo-
cated to issuers of coal community zone 
bonds in such State. 

‘‘(C) DESIGNATION SUBJECT TO LIMITATION 
AMOUNT.—The maximum face amount of 
bonds issued which may be designated under 
paragraph (3)(A) shall not exceed the limita-
tion amount allocated to such issuer under 
subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(3) COAL COMMUNITY BOND.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘coal community 
bond’ means any bond which would be de-
scribed in section 1394(a) if— 

‘‘(A) such bond was designated for purposes 
of this subsection by the bond issuer, and 

‘‘(B) only coal community zones were 
taken into account under sections 1397C and 
1397D. 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES FOR EMPLOYMENT 
CREDIT.—In applying section 1396 to a coal 
community zone, the term ‘qualified zone 
employee’ shall not include any individual 
who begins work for the employer before 
January 1, 2018. Rules similar to section 
51(i)(2) shall apply for purposes of the pre-
ceding sentence. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR INCREASED SECTION 
179 EXPENSING.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In applying section 1397A 
to a coal community zone— 

‘‘(A) ‘$500,000’ shall be substituted for 
‘$35,000’ in subsection (a)(1)(A), and 

‘‘(B) in lieu of applying subsection (a)(2), 
the dollar amount in effect under section 
179(b)(2) shall be increased by the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) $500,000, or 
‘‘(ii) the cost of section 179 property which 

is qualified zone property (as defined in sec-
tion 179D) placed in service during the tax-
able year. 

‘‘(2) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year beginning in a calendar year after 
2018, the $500,000 amounts in subparagraphs 
(A) and (B)(i) of paragraph (1) shall each be 
increased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2017’ 
for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) 
thereof. 

‘‘(B) ROUNDING.—Any increase determined 
under subparagraph (A) shall be rounded to 
the nearest multiple of $10,000. 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULES FOR NONRECOGNITION OF 
GAIN ON ROLLOVER OF EMPOWERMENT ZONE 
INVESTMENTS.—In applying section 1397B to a 
coal community zone— 

‘‘(1) ‘December 31, 2017’ shall be substituted 
for ‘the date of the enactment of this para-
graph’ in subsection (b)(1)(A)(iii), and 

‘‘(2) ‘January 1, 2023’ shall be substituted 
for ‘the day after the date set forth in sec-

tion 1391(d)(1)(A)(i)’ in subsection 
(b)(1)(A)(iv). 
‘‘SEC. 1400V–3. COMMERCIAL REVITALIZATION 

DEDUCTION. 
‘‘For purposes of section 1400I— 
‘‘(1) a coal community zone shall be treat-

ed as a renewal community, and 
‘‘(2) in applying such section to a coal com-

munity zone— 
‘‘(A) subsection (d)(2)(A) shall be applied 

by substituting ‘each calendar year after 2017 
and before 2023 is $16,000,000 for each coal 
community zone (as defined in section 1400V– 
1) in the State’ for ‘each calendar year after 
2001 and before 2010 is $12,000,000 for each re-
newal community in the State’, and 

‘‘(B) subsection (g) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘December 31, 2022’ for ‘December 
31, 2009’. 
‘‘SEC. 1400V–4. EXCLUSION OF CAPITAL GAINS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Gross income does not 
include any qualified capital gain from the 
sale or exchange of a qualified coal commu-
nity zone asset held for more than 5 years. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED COAL COMMUNITY ZONE 
ASSET.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified coal 
community zone asset’ means— 

‘‘(A) any qualified coal community zone 
stock, 

‘‘(B) any qualified coal community zone 
partnership interest, and 

‘‘(C) any qualified coal community zone 
business property. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED COAL COMMUNITY ZONE 
STOCK.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the term ‘qualified coal 
community zone stock’ means any stock in a 
domestic corporation if— 

‘‘(i) such stock is acquired by the taxpayer 
after December 31, 2017, and before January 
1, 2023, at its original issue (directly or 
through an underwriter) from the corpora-
tion solely in exchange for cash, 

‘‘(ii) as of the time such stock was issued, 
such corporation was a coal community zone 
business (or, in the case of a new corpora-
tion, such corporation was being organized 
for purposes of being a coal community zone 
business), and 

‘‘(iii) during substantially all of the tax-
payer’s holding period for such stock, such 
corporation qualified as a coal community 
zone business. 

‘‘(B) REDEMPTIONS.—A rule similar to the 
rule of section 1202(c)(3) shall apply for pur-
poses of this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED COAL COMMUNITY ZONE PART-
NERSHIP INTEREST.—The term ‘qualified coal 
community zone partnership interest’ means 
any capital or profits interest in a domestic 
partnership if— 

‘‘(A) such interest is acquired by the tax-
payer after December 31, 2017, and before 
January 1, 2023, from the partnership solely 
in exchange for cash, 

‘‘(B) as of the time such interest was ac-
quired, such partnership was a coal commu-
nity zone business (or, in the case of a new 
partnership, such partnership was being or-
ganized for purposes of being a coal commu-
nity zone business), and 

‘‘(C) during substantially all of the tax-
payer’s holding period for such interest, such 
partnership qualified as a coal community 
zone business. 
A rule similar to the rule of paragraph (2)(B) 
shall apply for purposes of this paragraph 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED COAL COMMUNITY ZONE BUSI-
NESS PROPERTY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified coal 
community zone business property’ means 
tangible property if— 

‘‘(i) such property was acquired by the tax-
payer by purchase (as defined in section 
179(d)(2)) after December 31, 2017, and before 
January 1, 2023, 
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‘‘(ii) the original use of such property in 

the coal community zone commences with 
the taxpayer, and 

‘‘(iii) during substantially all of the tax-
payer’s holding period for such property, 
substantially all of the use of such property 
was in a coal community zone business of 
the taxpayer. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR SUBSTANTIAL IM-
PROVEMENTS.—The requirements of clauses 
(i) and (ii) of subparagraph (A) shall be treat-
ed as satisfied with respect to— 

‘‘(i) property which is substantially im-
proved by the taxpayer before January 1, 
2023, and 

‘‘(ii) any land on which such property is lo-
cated. 
The determination of whether a property is 
substantially improved shall be made under 
clause (ii) of section 1400B(b)(4)(B), except 
that ‘December 31, 2017’ shall be substituted 
for ‘December 31, 1997’ in such clause. 

‘‘(5) COAL COMMUNITY ZONE BUSINESS.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘coal com-
munity zone business’ means any entity or 
proprietorship which would be a qualified 
business entity or qualified proprietorship 
under section 1397C if references to coal com-
munity zones were substituted for references 
to empowerment zones. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED CAPITAL GAIN.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, the term ‘qualified 
capital gain’ means any gain recognized on 
the sale or exchange of— 

‘‘(A) a capital asset, or 
‘‘(B) property used in the trade or business 

(as defined in section 1231(b)). 
‘‘(2) GAIN BEFORE 2018 OR AFTER 2022 NOT 

QUALIFIED.—The term ‘qualified capital gain’ 
shall not include any gain attributable to pe-
riods before January 1, 2018, or after Decem-
ber 31, 2022. 

‘‘(3) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—Rules simi-
lar to the rules of paragraphs (3), (4), and (5) 
of section 1400B(e) shall apply for purposes of 
this subsection. 

‘‘(d) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—For pur-
poses of this section, rules similar to the 
rules of paragraphs (5), (6), and (7) of sub-
section (b), and subsections (f) and (g), of sec-
tion 1400B shall apply; except that for such 
purposes section 1400B(g)(2) shall be applied 
by substituting ‘January 1, 2018’ for ‘January 
1, 1998’ and ‘December 31, 2022’ for ‘December 
31, 2014’. 

‘‘(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be appro-
priate to carry out the purposes of this sec-
tion, including regulations to prevent the 
abuse of the purposes of this section. 
‘‘SEC. 1400V–5. APPLICATION OF NEW MARKETS 

TAX CREDIT TO INVESTMENTS IN 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ENTI-
TIES SERVING COAL COMMUNITY 
ZONES. 

‘‘For purposes of section 45D— 
‘‘(1) a qualified community development 

entity shall be eligible for an allocation 
under subsection (f)(2) thereof of the increase 
in the new markets tax credit limitation de-
scribed in paragraph (2) only if a significant 
mission of such entity is the recovery and re-
development of population census tracts 
within coal community zones, 

‘‘(2) the new markets tax credit limitation 
otherwise determined under subsection (f)(1) 
thereof shall be increased by an amount 
equal to $300,000,000 for each of calendar 
years 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020, to be allocated 
among qualified community development en-
tities to make qualified low-income commu-
nity investments within coal community 
zones, and 

‘‘(3) subsection (f)(3) thereof shall be ap-
plied separately with respect to the amount 
of the increase under paragraph (2).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 1394(f)(3)(B) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘‘or any coal community zone’’ after ‘‘Dis-
trict of Columbia Enterprise Zone’’. 

(2) The table of parts for subchapter Y of 
chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘PART IV—COAL COMMUNITY ZONES’’. 

PART II—EDUCATION AND TRAINING FOR 
COAL COMMUNITIES 

SEC. 16201. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) COAL COMMUNITY INDIVIDUAL.—The term 

‘‘coal community individual’’ means an indi-
vidual— 

(A) with a principal residence in a coal 
community zone; or 

(B) who works in a coal community zone. 
(2) COAL COMMUNITY STUDENT.—The term 

‘‘coal community student’’ means a coal 
community individual attending an edu-
cational program. 

(3) COAL COMMUNITY ZONE.—The term ‘‘coal 
community zone’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 1400V–1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, as added by section 16101. 

(4) COAL-FIRED GENERATOR.—The term 
‘‘coal-fired generator’’ means an electric 
utility steam generating unit that burns 
coal for 50 percent or more of the average an-
nual heat input. 

(5) COAL-RELATED EMPLOYEE.—The term 
‘‘coal-related employee’’ means, with respect 
to any county, any individual who— 

(A) is employed at a coal mine (as defined 
in section 3(h)(2) of the Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Act of 1977(30 U.S.C. 802)) in such 
county, or 

(B) is employed at a coal-fired generator 
located in such county by the owner of such 
coal-fired generator. 

(6) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘‘eligible 
entity’’ means a partnership between— 

(A)(i) an institution of higher education (as 
defined in section 102 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); 

(ii) a nonprofit educational organization; 
or 

(iii) a provider identified under section 122 
of the Workforce Innovation and Oppor-
tunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3152); and 

(B) not less than 1 business or industry 
that intends to expand or hire additional or 
new workers who are coal community indi-
viduals or who previously worked in the coal 
community zone. 

(7) IN-DEMAND INDUSTRY SECTOR OR OCCUPA-
TIONS.—The term ‘‘in-demand industry sec-
tor or occupation’’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 3 of the Workforce Inno-
vation and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102). 

(8) LOCAL ADMINISTRATOR.—The term 
‘‘local administrator’’ means an entity 
that— 

(A) is— 
(i) a local governmental agency; 
(ii) a partnership consisting of a local gov-

ernmental agency and an institution of high-
er education or a nonprofit organization; 

(iii) a local board (as defined in section 3 of 
the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity 
Act (29 U.S.C. 3102)); 

(iv) a State governmental agency; or 
(v) a nonprofit organization; and 
(B) has been selected by the local govern-

ment of a coal community zone to admin-
ister the individual support account program 
under section 16202 and the business training 
fund program under section 16205, to the ex-
tent the local government elects to apply for 
grants under either such section. 

(9) QUALIFYING INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘‘qualifying individual’’ means an indi-
vidual— 

(A) whose principal residence is within a 
coal community zone; and 

(B) whom the local administrator of the 
coal community zone determines is in need 
of additional education and training in order 
to obtain long-term employment at a high 
wage. 

(10) RECOGNIZED POSTSECONDARY CREDEN-
TIAL.—The term ‘‘recognized postsecondary 
credential’’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 3 of the Workforce Innovation and 
Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102). 

(11) SECRETARIES.—The term ‘‘Secretaries’’ 
means the Secretary of Education and the 
Secretary of Labor. 
SEC. 16202. INDIVIDUAL SUPPORT ACCOUNTS. 

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year for 

which funds are available under subsection 
(f), the Secretaries, in accordance with the 
interagency agreement described in section 
16206, shall carry out a program awarding 
grants to local administrators of coal com-
munity zones, to enable the local adminis-
trators to use such funds to manage indi-
vidual support accounts for qualifying indi-
viduals. 

(2) DURATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Grants awarded under 

paragraph (1) shall be expended for approved 
education and training by the last day of the 
3-year period beginning on the award date. 

(B) RENEWAL.—The Secretaries may renew 
a grant under paragraph (1) once for an addi-
tional 2-year period, if the local adminis-
trator demonstrates that the program under 
the grant has had a record of success and 
high-quality outcomes. 

(b) APPLICATION.—A local administrator of 
a coal community zone desiring funds under 
this section shall submit an application to 
the Secretaries at such time, in such man-
ner, and containing such information, as the 
Secretaries may require. Such application 
shall include— 

(1) the number of qualifying individuals in 
the community; 

(2) a plan for allocating funds to qualifying 
individuals; 

(3) a description of the providers of edu-
cation and training in the community and 
their outcomes-based track record of suc-
cess, including, for such programs— 

(A) the student completion rates of the 
programs of education and training; 

(B) the employment rates for students 
completing the programs of education and 
training as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years 
after the completion of the program; and 

(C) the annual salary of students com-
pleting the programs of education and train-
ing as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years after 
completion of the program; and 

(4) if new eligible education and training 
providers are expected to open or expand to 
the coal community zone or the local admin-
istrator plans to recruit or encourage new 
such providers— 

(A) a description of such providers; and 
(B) evidence to demonstrate such providers 

will be high-quality and result in the em-
ployment of a significant percentage of indi-
viduals in high-wage, in demand industries. 

(c) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—The Secre-
taries shall award funds under this section to 
local administrators that submit an applica-
tion under subsection (b) based on— 

(1) the number of people affected by the de-
cline in employment opportunities for coal- 
related employees during the applicable pe-
riod; 

(2) the quality of the providers of edu-
cation and training in the community; and 

(3) the likelihood that funding will result 
in employment in a high-demand, high-wage 
industry for coal-related employees or others 
in the community in need of additional edu-
cation and training. 
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(d) USE OF FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A local administrator re-

ceiving funds under this section for a coal 
community zone shall use such funds to es-
tablish individual support accounts de-
scribed in paragraph (2) for qualifying indi-
viduals. 

(2) INDIVIDUAL SUPPORT ACCOUNTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts made available 

through an individual support account estab-
lished for a qualifying individual shall be 
used to pay for education and training costs 
described in paragraph (3) that will prepare 
the qualifying individual for long-term, 
high-wage employment. 

(B) AMOUNT.—For any fiscal year, the 
amount provided under this section for an 
individual support account of a qualifying 
individual for a fiscal year shall not exceed 
the maximum amount of a Federal Pell 
Grant for the most recent award year. 

(C) LIMITED FUNDS.—If, for any fiscal year, 
the amount of funds provided under this sec-
tion to a local administrator for a coal com-
munity zone are not enough to fund indi-
vidual support accounts for all qualifying in-
dividuals in the coal community zone re-
questing such accounts, the local adminis-
trator shall give a priority to qualifying in-
dividuals requesting to use the account funds 
for education and training programs that— 

(i) prepare individuals for in-demand indus-
try sectors or occupations; and 

(ii) have strong outcomes based on the cri-
teria described in subsection (e)(1)(B). 

(3) ELIGIBLE EDUCATION AND TRAINING PRO-
GRAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts provided in an 
individual support account for a qualifying 
individual may be used for costs related to a 
program of education and training approved 
by the local administrator under subpara-
graph (B), which may include— 

(i) a program offered by an institution of 
higher education (as defined in section 102 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1002)); 

(ii) a program of training, including a pro-
gram leading to a recognized postsecondary 
credential, offered by an eligible provider of 
training services identified under section 122 
of the Workforce Innovation and Oppor-
tunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3152); and 

(iii) costs (including associated education, 
curriculum, and mentorship costs), related 
to an apprenticeship, internship, or 
externship— 

(I) in an in-demand industry sector or oc-
cupation; or 

(II) for a position where there is a reason-
able expectation of long-term employment. 

(B) ADDITIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
PROGRAMS.—A local administrator shall pro-
vide a process through which the adminis-
trator may approve the use of funds in an in-
dividual support account for education or 
training expenses. Through such process, the 
administrator shall— 

(i) allow a qualified individual to request 
the approval of a particular provider or pro-
gram of education and training, or a par-
ticular education and training expense, on 
an individual basis; 

(ii) before approving a provider, program of 
education or training, or other education 
and training expense, consider— 

(I) the local industry demands; 
(II) the likelihood that an individual will 

be employed following the completion of the 
program of education or training; and 

(III) the quality and effectiveness of the 
program of education or training offered by 
the provider, based on the outcomes-based 
record of success of the provider, including— 

(aa) the student completion rates of the 
programs of education and training offered 
by the provider; 

(bb) the employment rates for students 
completing the programs of education and 
training as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years 
after the completion of the program; and 

(cc) the annual salary of students com-
pleting the programs of education and train-
ing as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years after 
completion of the program; and 

(iii) make a determination that such pro-
vider is in the best interest of the coal com-
munity zone and the qualifying individuals. 

(e) REPORTS.— 
(1) LOCAL ADMINISTRATOR REPORTS.—Each 

local administrator receiving funds under 
this section for a fiscal year shall, for each 
such year, prepare and submit a report to the 
Secretaries that includes— 

(A) a description of the achievements of 
the program supported under this section, 
including the program’s levels of perform-
ance achieved with respect to the primary 
indicators of performance described in sec-
tion 116(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Workforce Innova-
tion and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 
3141(b)(2)(A)(i)); 

(B) a description of the outcomes-based re-
sults for the programs of training and edu-
cation for which funds were used under this 
section, in the aggregate and individually, 
including— 

(i) the student completion rates of the pro-
gram of education and training; 

(ii) the employment rates for students 
completing the program of education and 
training as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years 
after the completion of the program; and 

(iii) the annual salary of students com-
pleting the program of education and train-
ing as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years after 
completion of the program; 

(C) the return on investment of funds pro-
vided to individual support accounts under 
this section; and 

(D) any other information that the Secre-
taries may require. 

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretaries 
shall prepare and submit an annual report to 
Congress regarding the program supported 
under this section. 

(3) INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION SCIENCES EVAL-
UATION.—The Director of the Institute of 
Education Sciences shall evaluate the effec-
tiveness, quality, and return in investment 
of funds under this section. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Labor to carry out this sec-
tion such sums as may be necessary for each 
of fiscal years 2018 through 2023. 
SEC. 16203. PRIORITY FOR EMPLOYMENT AND 

TRAINING ACTIVITIES FOR QUALI-
FYING INDIVIDUALS. 

(a) REQUIRED LOCAL EMPLOYMENT AND 
TRAINING ACTIVITIES.—Section 134(c) of the 
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act 
(29 U.S.C. 3174(c)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(4) PRIORITY INDIVIDUALS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to funds al-

located to a local area for adult employment 
and training activities under paragraph 
(2)(A) or (3) of section 133(b) or for dislocated 
worker employment and training activities 
under section 133(b)(2)(B), priority shall be 
given to priority individuals for receipt of 
career services described in paragraph (2) 
and training services. The appropriate local 
board and the Governor shall direct the one- 
stop operators in the local area with regard 
to making determinations related to such 
priority. 

‘‘(B) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘priority individual’ means a qualifying 
individual, as defined in section 16201 of the 
Coal Community Empowerment Act of 2017, 
who is eligible to receive the service in-
volved under this subsection.’’. 

(b) ALLOWABLE LOCAL EMPLOYMENT AND 
TRAINING ACTIVITIES.—Section 134(d) of the 
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act 
(29 U.S.C. 3174(d)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(6) PRIORITY INDIVIDUALS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to funds al-

located to a local area for adult employment 
and training activities under paragraph 
(2)(A) or (3) of section 133(b) or for dislocated 
worker employment and training activities 
under section 133(b)(2)(B), priority shall be 
given to priority individuals for receipt of 
services described in paragraphs (1) through 
(5) of this subsection. The appropriate local 
board and the Governor shall direct the one- 
stop operators in the local area with regard 
to making determinations related to such 
priority. 

‘‘(B) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘priority individual’ means a qualifying 
individual, as defined in section 16201 of the 
Coal Community Empowerment Act of 2017, 
who is eligible to receive the service in-
volved under this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 16204. DEVELOPMENT GRANTS. 

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—From amounts made 

available to carry out this section, the Sec-
retaries, in accordance with the interagency 
agreement described in section 16206, shall 
award grants, on a competitive basis, to eli-
gible entities, to support the eligible entities 
in the development, revamping, improve-
ment, or expansion of programs of education 
and training for coal community zones in in- 
demand industry sectors or occupations or in 
industries in local demand. 

(2) DURATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A grant awarded under 

this section shall be for a period of 3 years. 
(B) RENEWAL.—The Secretaries may renew 

a grant awarded under section for a single 2- 
year period, if— 

(i) the eligible entity demonstrates that 
the program under the grant has a record of 
success and high-quality outcomes; and 

(ii) the local government or local adminis-
trator that submitted the demonstration of 
application approval under the initial appli-
cation under subsection (b)(1)(E) approves of 
the renewal. 

(b) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity desiring 

a grant under this section shall submit an 
application to the Secretaries at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor-
mation as the Secretaries may require, in-
cluding— 

(A) the number of coal community stu-
dents in the coal community zone to be 
served; 

(B) a plan for allocating funds to coal com-
munity students; 

(C) a description of the eligible entity’s 
track record of success with the programs of 
education and training to be supported under 
the grant, including— 

(i) the student completion rates of the pro-
grams of education and training; 

(ii) the employment rates for students 
completing the programs of education and 
training as of 1 year, 3 years, and 5 years 
after the completion of the program; 

(D) a demonstration that the eligible enti-
ty is of high quality and will be a benefit to 
the coal community students and the coal 
community zone; 

(E) a demonstration of application ap-
proval from the local government of the coal 
community zone or, in the case of a coal 
community zone receiving a grant under sec-
tion 16202, the local administrator for such 
grant, including a statement that the appli-
cation and funds requested under the appli-
cation is in the best interest of the coal com-
munity zone and coal community students; 
and 
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(F) an assurance that if the program sup-

ported under the grant does not enroll the 
required percentage of coal community stu-
dents under subsection (c)(1), the eligible en-
tity shall reimburse the Secretaries, in the 
amount and manner described in subsection 
(d). 

(c) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity re-
ceiving a grant under this program shall use 
such funds for the development, revamping, 
improvement, or expansion of a high-quality 
training and education program that— 

(1) predominantly serves coal community 
students by ensuring that not less than 75 
percent of the students enrolled in the pro-
gram are coal community students; 

(2) provides training in high-wage, high-de-
mand industries or in industries in local de-
mand; 

(3) is free or offered at a very low cost to 
coal community students; and 

(4) enters into an agreement with each coal 
community student that enrolls in the pro-
gram to ensure that the eligible entity can 
obtain the information necessary for the re-
port under subsection (e)(1). 

(d) REIMBURSEMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity that 

does not enroll the required percentage de-
scribed in subsection (c)(1) shall reimburse 
the Secretaries in the amount equal to the 
product of— 

(A) the average per-student cost of the pro-
gram; and 

(B) the number of additional coal commu-
nity students that would have been needed in 
order for the program to meet the 75 percent 
coal community student enrollment require-
ment under subsection (c)(1). 

(2) USE OF REIMBURSED FUNDS.—Any funds 
reimbursed to the Secretaries under this sub-
section may be used by the Secretaries to 
award additional grants under this section. 

(e) REPORTS.— 
(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY REPORT.—Each eligible 

entity receiving a grant under this section 
shall prepare and submit to the Secretaries 
an annual report regarding the outcomes of 
the grant, including— 

(A) the number of students, and the num-
ber of coal community students, enrolled in 
the program supported under the grant; 

(B) the number of students, and the num-
ber of coal community students, completing 
such program; 

(C) the number of students, and the num-
ber of coal community students, who have 
completed such program and who are em-
ployed after completion of such program as 
of— 

(i) 6 months after the date of completion; 
(ii) 1 year after the date of completion; 
(iii) 3 years after the date of completion; 

and 
(iv) 5 years after the date of completion; 
(D) the average wage of students, and the 

average wage of coal community students, 
who have completed such program as of— 

(i) 6 months after the date of completion; 
(ii) 1 year after the date of completion; and 
(iii) 3 years after the date of completion; 

and 
(E) the satisfaction rate of all students, 

and the satisfaction rate of coal community 
students, including students who completed 
the program and students who did not com-
plete— 

(i) 6 months after the date of completion or 
leaving the program; 

(ii) 1 year after the date of completion or 
leaving the program; and 

(iii) 3 years after the date of completion or 
leaving the program. 

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretaries 
shall prepare and submit an annual report to 
Congress regarding the grants awarded under 
this section. 

(3) INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION SCIENCES EVAL-
UATION.—The Director of the Institute of 
Education Sciences shall evaluate the effec-
tiveness, quality, and return in investment 
of grant funds provided under this section. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Education to carry out this 
section such sums as may be necessary for 
fiscal years 2018 through 2023. 
SEC. 16205. BUSINESS TRAINING FUNDS. 

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—From amounts made 

available under subsection (e), the Secre-
taries, in accordance with the interagency 
agreement under section 16206, shall award 
grants, on a competitive basis, to local ad-
ministrators to enable the local administra-
tors to award subgrants under subsection (c) 
to businesses to provide in-house training, 
and future employment, to coal community 
individuals. 

(2) DURATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A grant awarded under 

this section shall be for a 3-year period. 
(B) LIMITATION.—A local administrator 

may not receive more than 1 grant under 
this section. 

(b) APPLICATIONS.—A local administrator 
desiring a grant under this section shall sub-
mit to the Secretaries an application at such 
time, in such manner, and containing such 
information as the Secretaries may require, 
including— 

(1) the number of coal community individ-
uals in the coal community zone to be 
served; 

(2) the number of coal community individ-
uals that will benefit from the program; 

(3) a description of the eligible businesses 
described in subsection (c)(2) that will par-
ticipate in the program proposed under the 
grant, including the in-demand industry sec-
tors or occupations represented by the busi-
nesses; 

(4) the target employment numbers of par-
ticipating individuals for the eligible busi-
nesses participating; 

(5) a plan for allocating grant funds to 
businesses; and 

(6) a description of the process through 
which the coal community agency will 
evaluate any requests to waive the employ-
ment requirement under subsection (c)(3)(B). 

(c) SUBGRANTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each local administrator 

receiving a grant under this section shall use 
grant funds to award subgrants, to eligible 
businesses described in paragraph (2), to en-
able the eligible businesses to provide in- 
house training to coal community individ-
uals in preparation for employment with or 
advancement within the eligible businesses. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.—In order to be eligible for 
a subgrant under this subsection, a business 
shall— 

(A) be a business located in a coal commu-
nity zone; and 

(B) provide an assurance that the business 
will hire, for a minimum of one year, each 
coal community individual who completes 
the in-house training provided under the 
subgrant or will reimburse the local adminis-
trator in accordance with paragraph (3). 

(3) REIMBURSEMENT OF TRAINING FOR EM-
PLOYEES NOT HIRED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A business that does not 
hire or retain, for a period of not less than 1 
year, all coal community individuals who 
complete the in-house training provided 
under a subgrant under this subsection shall 
reimburse the local administrator in the 
amount equal to the cost of the training pro-
vided to such employee, subject to subpara-
graph (B). 

(B) WAIVER.—Upon request by a business 
receiving a subgrant under this subsection, 

the local administrator may waive the reim-
bursement requirement of subparagraph (A) 
for a business if the local administrator de-
termines that— 

(i) the business made substantial effort to 
comply with the employment requirement 
under subparagraph (A); 

(ii) hired a significant percentage of indi-
viduals relative to the amount of funds pro-
vided under the grant; or 

(iii) the decision made by the business to 
not hire or retain an individual was for 
cause. 

(C) USE OF REIMBURSED FUNDS.—By not 
later than 30 days after receiving a reim-
bursement under paragraph (3)(A), a local ad-
ministrator— 

(i) shall report the receipt of such funds to 
the Secretaries; and 

(ii) may apply to the Secretaries for per-
mission to reallocate the funds received 
under this paragraph during the grant pe-
riod. 

(d) REPORTS.— 
(1) REPORTS BY BUSINESSES.—Each business 

receiving a subgrant under subsection (c) 
shall prepare and submit an annual report to 
the local administrator regarding the 
subgrant, including— 

(A) the numbers of coal community indi-
viduals— 

(i) beginning the training provided under 
this section; 

(ii) completing such training; 
(iii) hired by the business within 3 months 

of completion; and 
(iv) still employed by the business, as of 6 

months, 1 year, 2 years, and 4 years after the 
completion of the training; and 

(B) the average salary of the coal commu-
nity individuals hired after completing the 
training. 

(2) REPORTS BY COAL COMMUNITY AGEN-
CIES.—Each local administrator receiving a 
grant under this section shall prepare and 
submit an annual report to the Secretaries 
regarding the grant under this section. 

(3) REPORT BY SECRETARIES.—The Secre-
taries shall prepare and submit an annual re-
port to Congress regarding the grant pro-
gram under this section that includes the in-
formation provided by the coal community 
agencies under paragraph (2). 

(4) INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION SCIENCES EVAL-
UATION.—The Director of the Institute of 
Education Sciences shall evaluate the effec-
tiveness, quality, and return in investment 
of grant funds provided under this section. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Labor to carry out this sec-
tion such sums as may be necessary for each 
of fiscal years 2018 through 2023. 
SEC. 16206. INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT. 

The Secretary of Education and the Sec-
retary of Labor shall jointly administer the 
programs under sections 16203, 16204, and 
16205 in accordance with such terms as the 
Secretaries set forth in an interagency 
agreement. Such interagency agreement 
shall include, at a minimum and for each 
such program— 

(1) a description of the respective roles and 
responsibilities of the Secretaries (both 
jointly and separately); and 

(2) provisions establishing that, for each of 
the programs under such sections, the Sec-
retary to whom funds are authorized to be 
appropriated under section 16202(f), 16204(f), 
or 16205(e) shall have fiscal authority over 
the program carried out under such section 
and will be responsible for the obligation and 
disbursement of such funds. 

SA 1772. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I, insert 
the following: 
SEC. ll. ESTABLISHMENT OF FULLY REFUND-

ABLE CHILD TAX CREDIT. 
(a) ELIMINATION OF EXISTING CHILD TAX 

CREDIT.—Subpart A of part IV of subchapter 
A of chapter 1 of subtitle A of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
section 24. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF FULLY REFUNDABLE 
CHILD TAX CREDIT.—Subpart C of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of subtitle A of 
such Code is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 36B the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 36C. CHILD TAX CREDIT. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—There shall be 
allowed as a credit against the tax imposed 
by this chapter for the taxable year an 
amount equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(1) with respect to each qualifying child 
of the taxpayer who has attained 6 years of 
age before the close of such taxable year and 
for which the taxpayer is allowed a deduc-
tion under section 151, an amount equal to 
$3,000, and 

‘‘(2) with respect to each qualifying child 
of the taxpayer who has not attained 6 years 
of age before the close of such taxable year 
and for which the taxpayer is allowed a de-
duction under section 151, an amount equal 
to 120 percent of the dollar amount in para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 

allowable under subsection (a) shall be re-
duced (but not below zero) by the applicable 
amount for each $1,000 (or fraction thereof) 
by which the taxpayer’s modified adjusted 
gross income exceeds the threshold amount. 
For purposes of the preceding sentence, the 
term ‘modified adjusted gross income’ means 
adjusted gross income increased by any 
amount excluded from gross income under 
section 911, 931, or 933. 

‘‘(2) THRESHOLD AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-

graph (1), the term ‘threshold amount’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) $110,000 in the case of a joint return, 
‘‘(ii) $75,000 in the case of an individual 

who is not married, and 
‘‘(iii) $55,000 in the case of a married indi-

vidual filing a separate return. 
‘‘(B) MARITAL STATUS.—For purposes of 

this paragraph, marital status shall be deter-
mined under section 7703. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘applicable amount’ 
means an amount equal to the quotient of— 

‘‘(A) the amount of the credit allowable 
under subsection (a), as determined without 
regard to this subsection, divided by 

‘‘(B) an amount equal to the product of— 
‘‘(i) $20, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the total number of qualifying chil-

dren of the taxpayer. 
‘‘(c) QUALIFYING CHILD.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, the term 

‘qualifying child’ means a qualifying child of 
the taxpayer (as defined in section 152(c)) 
who has not attained 19 years of age. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN NON-CITIZENS.— 
The term ‘qualifying child’ shall not include 
any individual who would not be a dependent 
if subparagraph (A) of section 152(b)(3) were 
applied without regard to all that follows 
‘resident of the United States’. 

‘‘(d) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year beginning after 2017, the $3,000 

amount in subsection (a)(1) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(B) the cost of living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2016’ 
for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) 
thereof. 

‘‘(2) ROUNDING.—If any increase determined 
under paragraph (1) is not a multiple of $50, 
such increase shall be rounded to the nearest 
multiple of $50. 

‘‘(e) IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) QUALIFYING CHILD IDENTIFICATION RE-

QUIREMENT.—No credit shall be allowed 
under this section to a taxpayer with respect 
to any qualifying child unless the taxpayer 
includes the name and taxpayer identifica-
tion number of such qualifying child on the 
return of tax for the taxable year and such 
taxpayer identification number was issued 
on or before the due date for filing such re-
turn. 

‘‘(2) TAXPAYER IDENTIFICATION REQUIRE-
MENT.—No credit shall be allowed under this 
section if the identifying number of the tax-
payer was issued after the due date for filing 
the return for the taxable year. 

‘‘(f) TAXABLE YEAR MUST BE FULL TAXABLE 
YEAR.—Except in the case of a taxable year 
closed by reason of the death of the tax-
payer, no credit shall be allowable under this 
section in the case of a taxable year covering 
a period of less than 12 months. 

‘‘(g) RESTRICTIONS ON TAXPAYERS WHO IM-
PROPERLY CLAIMED CREDIT IN PRIOR YEAR.— 

‘‘(1) TAXPAYERS MAKING PRIOR FRAUDULENT 
OR RECKLESS CLAIMS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No credit shall be al-
lowed under this section for any taxable year 
in the disallowance period. 

‘‘(B) DISALLOWANCE PERIOD.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A), the disallowance period 
is— 

‘‘(i) the period of 10 taxable years after the 
most recent taxable year for which there was 
a final determination that the taxpayer’s 
claim of credit under this section was due to 
fraud, and 

‘‘(ii) the period of 2 taxable years after the 
most recent taxable year for which there was 
a final determination that the taxpayer’s 
claim of credit under this section was due to 
reckless or intentional disregard of rules and 
regulations (but not due to fraud). 

‘‘(2) TAXPAYERS MAKING IMPROPER PRIOR 
CLAIMS.—In the case of a taxpayer who is de-
nied credit under this section for any taxable 
year as a result of the deficiency procedures 
under subchapter B of chapter 63, no credit 
shall be allowed under this section for any 
subsequent taxable year unless the taxpayer 
provides such information as the Secretary 
may require to demonstrate eligibility for 
such credit. 

‘‘(h) RECONCILIATION OF CREDIT AND AD-
VANCE CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 
allowed under this section for any taxable 
year shall be reduced (but not below zero) by 
the aggregate amount of any advance pay-
ments of such credit under section 7527A for 
such taxable year. 

‘‘(2) EXCESS ADVANCE PAYMENTS.—If the ag-
gregate amount of advance payments under 
section 7527A for the taxable year exceed the 
amount of the credit allowed under this sec-
tion for such taxable year (determined with-
out regard to paragraph (1)), the tax imposed 
by this chapter for such taxable year shall be 
increased by the amount of such excess’’. 

(c) ADVANCE PAYMENT OF CREDIT.—Chapter 
77 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting after section 7527 the 
following new section: 

‘‘SEC. 7527A. ADVANCE PAYMENT OF CHILD TAX 
CREDIT. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
and not later than 1 year after the date of 
the enactment of this section, the Secretary 
shall establish a program for making ad-
vance payments of the credit allowed under 
section 36C on a monthly basis (determined 
without regard to subsection (h)(1) of such 
section), or as frequently as the Secretary 
determines to be administratively feasible, 
to taxpayers allowed such credit. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 

payments under subsection (a) only to the 
extent that the total amount of such pay-
ments made to any taxpayer during the tax-
able year does not exceed an amount equal 
to the excess, if any, of— 

‘‘(A) subject to paragraph (2), the amount 
determined under subsection (a) of section 
36C with respect to such taxpayer (deter-
mined without regard to subsection (h) of 
such section) for such taxable year, over 

‘‘(B) the estimated tax imposed by subtitle 
A, as reduced by the credits allowable under 
subparts A and C (with the exception of sec-
tion 36C) of such part IV, with respect to 
such taxpayer for such taxable year, as de-
termined in such manner as the Secretary 
deems appropriate. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION OF THRESHOLD AMOUNT 
LIMITATION.—The program described in sub-
section (a) shall make reasonable efforts to 
apply the limitation of section 36C(b) with 
respect to payments made under such pro-
gram.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The table of sections for subpart A of 

part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of sub-
title A of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by striking the item relating to 
section 24. 

(2) The table of sections for subpart C of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of sub-
title A of such Code is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 36B the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Sec. 36C. Child tax credit.’’. 

(3) The table of sections for chapter 77 of 
such Code is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 7527 the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 7527A. Advance payment of child tax 

credit.’’. 

(4) Subparagraph (B) of section 45R(f)(3) of 
such Code is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE.—Any amounts paid 
pursuant to an agreement under section 
3121(l) (relating to agreements entered into 
by American employers with respect to for-
eign affiliates) which are equivalent to the 
taxes referred to in subparagraph (A) shall be 
treated as taxes referred to in such subpara-
graph.’’. 

(5) Section 152(f)(6)(B)(ii) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 24’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 36C’’. 

(6) Paragraph (26) of section 501(c) of such 
Code is amended in the flush matter at the 
end by striking ‘‘section 24(c))’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 36C(c)) who has not attained 17 
years of age’’. 

(7) Section 6211(b)(4)(A) of such Code is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘24(d),’’, and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 
(8) Section 6213(g)(2) of such Code is amend-

ed— 
(A) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘sec-

tion 24(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 36C(e)’’, 
and 

(B) in subparagraph (L), by striking ‘‘24, or 
32’’ and inserting ‘‘32, or 36C’’. 

(9) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 
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(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2016. 

SA 1773. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself 
and Mr. UDALL) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 1, to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to titles II and V of the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2018; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 120, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 138, line 15 and in-
sert the following: 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2020. 

(2) WITHHOLDING.—The amendments made 
by subsection (b)(3) shall apply to distribu-
tions made after December 31, 2020. 

(3) CERTAIN TRANSFERS.—The amendments 
made by subsection (b)(6) shall apply to 
transfers made after December 31, 2020. 

(d) NORMALIZATION REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A normalization method 

of accounting shall not be treated as being 
used with respect to any public utility prop-
erty for purposes of section 167 or 168 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 if the tax-
payer, in computing its cost of service for 
ratemaking purposes and reflecting oper-
ating results in its regulated books of ac-
count, reduces the excess tax reserve more 
rapidly or to a greater extent than such re-
serve would be reduced under the average 
rate assumption method. 

(2) ALTERNATIVE METHOD FOR CERTAIN TAX-
PAYERS.—If, as of the first day of the taxable 
year that includes the date of enactment of 
this Act— 

(A) the taxpayer was required by a regu-
latory agency to compute depreciation for 
public utility property on the basis of an av-
erage life or composite rate method, and 

(B) the taxpayer’s books and underlying 
records did not contain the vintage account 
data necessary to apply the average rate as-
sumption method, 
the taxpayer will be treated as using a nor-
malization method of accounting if, with re-
spect to such jurisdiction, the taxpayer uses 
the alternative method for public utility 
property that is subject to the regulatory 
authority of that jurisdiction. 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 

(A) EXCESS TAX RESERVE.—The term ‘‘ex-
cess tax reserve’’ means the excess of— 

(i) the reserve for deferred taxes (as de-
scribed in section 168(i)(9)(A)(ii) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986) as determined 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en-
actment of this Act, over 

(ii) the amount which would be the balance 
in such reserve if the amount of such reserve 
were determined by assuming that the cor-
porate rate reductions provided in this Act 
were in effect for all prior periods. 

(B) AVERAGE RATE ASSUMPTION METHOD.— 
The average rate assumption method is the 
method under which the excess in the re-
serve for deferred taxes is reduced over the 
remaining lives of the property as used in its 
regulated books of account which gave rise 
to the reserve for deferred taxes. Under such 
method, if timing differences for the prop-
erty reverse, the amount of the adjustment 
to the reserve for the deferred taxes is cal-
culated by multiplying— 

(i) the ratio of the aggregate deferred taxes 
for the property to the aggregate timing dif-
ferences for the property as of the beginning 
of the period in question, by 

(ii) the amount of the timing differences 
which reverse during such period. 

(C) ALTERNATIVE METHOD.—The ‘‘alter-
native method’’ is the method in which the 
taxpayer— 

(i) computes the excess tax reserve on all 
public utility property included in the plant 
account on the basis of the weighted average 
life or composite rate used to compute depre-
ciation for regulatory purposes, and 

(ii) reduces the excess tax reserve ratably 
over the remaining regulatory life of the 
property. 

(4) TAX INCREASED FOR NORMALIZATION VIO-
LATION.—If, for any taxable year ending after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
taxpayer does not use a normalization meth-
od of accounting, the taxpayer’s tax for the 
taxable year shall be increased by the 
amount by which it reduces its excess tax re-
serve more rapidly than permitted under a 
normalization method of accounting. 
SEC. 13002. REDUCTION IN DIVIDEND RECEIVED 

DEDUCTIONS TO REFLECT LOWER 
CORPORATE INCOME TAX RATES. 

(a) DIVIDENDS RECEIVED BY CORPORA-
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 243(a)(1) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘70 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘50 
percent’’. 

(2) DIVIDENDS FROM 20-PERCENT OWNED COR-
PORATIONS.—Section 243(c)(1) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘65 percent’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘70 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘50 percent’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
for section 243(c) is amended by striking 
‘‘RETENTION OF 80-PERCENT DIVIDEND RE-
CEIVED DEDUCTION’’ and inserting ‘‘IN-
CREASED PERCENTAGE’’. 

(b) DIVIDENDS RECEIVED FROM FSC.—Sec-
tion 245(c)(1)(B) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘70 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘65 percent’’. 

(c) LIMITATION ON AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF 
DEDUCTIONS.—Section 246(b)(3) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ in subpara-
graph (A) and inserting ‘‘65 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘70 percent’’ in subpara-
graph (B) and inserting ‘‘50 percent’’. 

(d) REDUCTION IN DEDUCTION WHERE PORT-
FOLIO STOCK IS DEBT-FINANCED.—Section 
246A(a)(1) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘70 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘65 percent’’. 

(e) INCOME FROM SOURCES WITHIN THE 
UNITED STATES.—Section 861(a)(2) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘100/70th’’ and inserting 
‘‘100/50th’’ in subparagraph (B), and 

(2) in the flush sentence at the end— 
(A) by striking ‘‘100/80th’’ and inserting 

‘‘100/65th’’, and 
(B) by striking ‘‘100/70th’’ and inserting 

‘‘100/50th’’. 
(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section (other than subsection (c) there-
of) shall apply to dividends received by a cor-
poration after December 31, 2020, in taxable 
years ending after such date. 

(2) LIMITATION.—The amendments made by 
section 102(c) shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2020. 

Subpart B—Dividends Paid Deduction for 
Domestic Corporations 

SEC. 13011. DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUCTION. 
(a) GENERAL RULE.—Part VIII of sub-

chapter B of chapter 1 is amended by insert-
ing after section 241 the following: 

‘‘Subpart B—Dividends Paid Deduction 
‘‘Sec. 242. Dividends paid deduction. 

‘‘SEC. 242. DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUCTION. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION.—In the 
case of an eligible corporation, there shall be 
allowed as a deduction an amount equal to 
zero percent of the aggregate amount of ap-
plicable dividends paid by the corporation 
during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE DIVIDEND.—For purposes 
of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable div-
idend’ means, with respect to an eligible cor-
poration, any distribution by the eligible 
corporation during a taxable year which is— 

‘‘(A) treated as a dividend for purposes of 
this chapter, and 

‘‘(B) paid out of its applicable earnings and 
profits. 

‘‘(2) ORDERING RULE FOR DIVIDEND PAY-
MENTS.—For purposes of paragraph (1)(B), 
dividends shall be treated as paid— 

‘‘(A) first, out of exempt earnings and prof-
its, 

‘‘(B) second, out of applicable earnings and 
profits, and 

‘‘(C) finally, out of earnings and profits not 
described in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH OTHER DEDUC-
TIONS.—Such term shall not include— 

‘‘(A) any amount allowed as a deduction 
under section 591 (relating to deduction for 
dividends paid by mutual savings banks, 
etc.), and 

‘‘(B) any dividend described in paragraph 
(2) of section 404(k) (relating to deduction for 
dividends paid on certain employer securi-
ties). 

‘‘(4) ELECTION TO TREAT CERTAIN DISTRIBU-
TIONS PAID AFTER CLOSE OF YEAR AS PAID DUR-
ING YEAR.—For purposes of this title, an eli-
gible corporation may elect on its return of 
tax for any taxable year to treat any dis-
tribution made on or before the 15th day of 
the 4th month following the close of the tax-
able year as having been made immediately 
before the close of the taxable year. The pre-
ceding sentence shall not apply for purposes 
of determining the time the distribution was 
received by the shareholder to whom the dis-
tribution was made. 

‘‘(5) APPLICABLE EARNINGS AND PROFITS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable 

earnings and profits’ means, with respect to 
any corporation for any taxable year, its 
earnings and profits for the taxable year and 
its earnings and profits accumulated in prior 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2020. For purposes of the preceding sentence, 
earnings and profits for the taxable year 
shall be determined without regard to the 
deduction under this section for the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(B) EXEMPT EARNINGS AND PROFITS NOT 
TREATED AS APPLICABLE EARNINGS AND PROF-
ITS.—The applicable earnings and profits of a 
corporation shall not include any exempt 
earnings and profits (as defined in paragraph 
(6)). 

‘‘(C) LOOK-THRU IN THE CASE OF DIVIDENDS 
RECEIVED FROM CONTROLLED FOREIGN COR-
PORATION OR 10/50 CORPORATION.—If a corpora-
tion which is a United States shareholder in 
a controlled foreign corporation, or is a 
shareholder in a foreign corporation with re-
spect to which the shareholder meets the 
stock ownership requirements of section 
902(a), receives a dividend (other than a divi-
dend to which subparagraph (B) applies) from 
such controlled foreign corporation or such 
foreign corporation, the earnings and profits 
from such dividend shall not be treated as 
applicable earnings and profits of the cor-
poration receiving such dividend to the ex-
tent of any portion of the dividend not prop-
erly allocable (as determined under section 
316, as modified by section 959(c) in the case 
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of such controlled foreign corporation) to ap-
plicable earnings and profits of such con-
trolled foreign corporation or such foreign 
corporation. 

‘‘(6) EXEMPT EARNINGS AND PROFITS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘exempt earn-

ings and profits’ means, with respect to any 
corporation for any taxable year, its earn-
ings and profits for the taxable year and its 
earnings and profits accumulated in prior 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2020, which are properly allocable to exempt 
amounts received or accrued by the corpora-
tion. 

‘‘(B) EXEMPT AMOUNTS.—The term ‘exempt 
amounts’ means, with respect to any cor-
poration— 

‘‘(i) any dividend to the extent of the de-
duction allowable to the corporation under 
section 243, 245, or 245A with respect to the 
dividend, 

‘‘(ii) any foreign-derived intangible income 
(as defined in section 250(b)) or global intan-
gible low-taxed income (as defined in section 
951A(b)) to the extent of the deduction allow-
able to the corporation under section 250 
with respect to any such income, 

‘‘(iii) any increase in subpart F income by 
reason of section 965 to the extent of the de-
duction allowable to the corporation under 
section 965(c)(1) with respect to any such in-
come, and 

‘‘(iv) any other amount to the extent such 
amount is exempt from taxation under this 
title. 

‘‘(7) PROPER ALLOCATION OF DIVIDENDS TO 
EARNINGS AND PROFITS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe rules for the proper allocation of divi-
dends to earnings and profits for purposes of 
applying this subsection. 

‘‘(B) LOOK THROUGH RULES.—For purposes 
of paragraph (4)(C), such rules shall include 
rules requiring in appropriate cases the look 
through to earnings and profits of members 
of any affiliated group including a controlled 
foreign corporation or foreign corporation 
described in such paragraph where the earn-
ings and profits of such controlled foreign 
corporation or such foreign corporation are 
attributable to distributions received from 
other members of the group. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE CORPORATION.—For purposes 
of this section, the term ‘eligible corpora-
tion’ means any domestic corporation other 
than— 

‘‘(1) a regulated investment company, 
‘‘(2) a real estate investment trust, 
‘‘(3) an S corporation, 
‘‘(4) a corporation which is exempt from 

tax under section 501 or 521, 
‘‘(5) an organization taxable under sub-

chapter T of this chapter (relating to cooper-
ative organizations), 

‘‘(6) a cooperative governed by the rules 
applicable to cooperatives as in effect before 
the enactment of subchapter T, or 

‘‘(7) a DISC or former DISC. 
‘‘(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible corpora-

tion which makes payments of dividends dur-
ing the reporting period for any taxable year 
shall make a return, according to the forms 
and regulations prescribed by the Secretary, 
setting forth— 

‘‘(A) the aggregate amount of such divi-
dends, 

‘‘(B) the aggregate amount of such divi-
dends with respect to which the corporation 
is claiming a deduction under this section 
for the taxable year, 

‘‘(C) the aggregate amount of such divi-
dends which the corporation paid during the 
period beginning on the 1st day of the report-
ing taxable year and ending on the 15th day 
of the 4th month of such taxable year which 
the corporation elected under subsection 

(b)(4) to treat as paid in the preceding tax-
able year, 

‘‘(D) the aggregate amount of such divi-
dends which the corporation paid during the 
period beginning on the 1st day of the tax-
able year following the reporting taxable 
year and ending on the 15th day of the 4th 
month of such following taxable year which 
the corporation elected under subsection 
(b)(4) to treat as paid in the reporting tax-
able year, and 

‘‘(E) such other information with respect 
to such dividends as the Secretary shall re-
quire for the administration of this section. 

‘‘(2) REPORTING PERIOD; DUE DATE.—For 
purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) REPORTING PERIOD.—The term ‘report-
ing period’ means with, respect to any tax-
able year, the period beginning on the 1st 
day of the taxable year and ending on the 
15th day of the 4th month following the close 
of the taxable year. 

‘‘(B) DUE DATE.—Any return under para-
graph (1) with respect to any taxable year 
shall be included with the return of income 
tax for such taxable year.’’. 

(b) PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO REPORT.—Sec-
tion 6652, as amended by subtitle E of this 
Act, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(r) FAILURE TO FILE RETURNS BY CORPORA-
TIONS ELIGIBLE FOR DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUC-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO FILE RE-
TURN.—In the case of a failure to make a re-
turn required under section 242(d) containing 
the information required by such section by 
the due date for the return, the eligible cor-
poration shall pay (on notice and demand by 
the Secretary and in the same manner as 
tax) a penalty of $1,000 per day for each day 
such failure continues unless it is shown 
that such failure is due to reasonable cause. 
The maximum amount of the penalty under 
this paragraph with respect to any failure 
for a taxable year shall not exceed $250,000. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE CORPORATION.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘eligible corpora-
tion’ has the meaning given such term by 
section 242(c).’’. 

(c) DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUCTION ALLOWABLE 
ONLY IN TAXABLE YEAR OF DIVIDEND PAY-
MENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
172, as amended by section 11011, is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(9) DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUCTION.—The de-
duction under section 242 shall not be al-
lowed.’’. 

(2) TREATMENT OF CARRYBACKS AND 
CARRYOVERS.—Subparagraph (A) of section 
172(b)(2), as amended by section 13302, is 
amended by striking ‘‘and (5)’’ and inserting 
‘‘(5), and (8)’’. 

(d) OTHER CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Part 
VIII of subchapter B of chapter 1 is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking the table of sections and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘PART VIII—SPECIAL DEDUCTIONS FOR 
CORPORATIONS 

‘‘SUBPART A. ALLOWANCE OF SPECIAL 
DEDUCTIONS. 

‘‘SUBPART B. DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUCTION. 
‘‘SUBPART C. DIVIDENDS RECEIVED DEDUCTIONS. 

‘‘SUBPART D. OTHER DEDUCTIONS. 
‘‘Subpart A—Allowance of Special Deductions 
‘‘Sec. 241. Allowance of special deductions.’’, 

(2) by inserting the following before sec-
tion 243: 
‘‘Subpart C—Dividends Received Deductions 
‘‘Sec. 243. Dividends received by corpora-

tions. 
‘‘Sec. 245. Dividends received from certain 

foreign corporations. 

‘‘Sec. 245A. Deduction for foreign-source 
portion of dividends received by 
domestic corporations from 
specified 10-percent owned for-
eign corporations. 

‘‘Sec. 246. Rules applying to deductions for 
dividends received. 

‘‘Sec. 246A. Dividends received deduction re-
duced where portfolio stock is 
debt financed.’’, and 

(3) by inserting the following before sec-
tion 248: 

‘‘Subpart D—Other Deductions 
‘‘Sec. 248. Organizational expenditures. 
‘‘Sec. 249. Limitation of deduction of bond 

premium on repurchase. 
‘‘Sec. 250. Foreign-derived intangible income 

and global intangible low-taxed 
income.’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to dividends 
paid in taxable years of the payor beginning 
after December 31, 2020. 
SEC. 13012. TAX EQUIVALENT TO DIVIDENDS PAID 

DEDUCTION FOR CERTAIN FOREIGN 
CORPORATIONS. 

(a) DIVIDENDS PAID DEDUCTION.—Paragraph 
(1) of section 882(c) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULE FOR DIVIDENDS PAID DE-
DUCTION.—For purposes of subparagraph 
(A)— 

‘‘(i) the deduction under section 242 shall 
not be allowed for any taxable year, and 

‘‘(ii) there shall be allowed, in lieu of such 
deduction, a deduction in an amount equal 
to zero percent of the dividend equivalent 
amount (as defined in section 884(b)) of the 
foreign corporation for the taxable year.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2020. 
SEC. 13013. ALLOCATION OF DIVIDEND EXPENSE 

AMONG MEMBERS OF WORLDWIDE 
AFFILIATED GROUPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (6) of section 
864(e) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) ALLOCATION AND APPORTIONMENT OF 
OTHER EXPENSES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), expenses other than inter-
est which are not directly allocable or appor-
tioned to any specific income producing ac-
tivity shall be allocated and apportioned as 
if all members of the affiliated group were a 
single corporation. 

‘‘(B) DIVIDEND EXPENSE.—The dividend ex-
pense of any domestic corporation which is a 
member of an affiliated group shall be allo-
cated and apportioned to income from 
sources without the United States in the 
same proportion which— 

‘‘(i) the aggregate amount of income treat-
ed as from sources without the United States 
by all domestic corporations which are mem-
bers of such group (determined without re-
gard to such dividend expense), bears to 

‘‘(ii) the aggregate income of all such do-
mestic corporations from sources within and 
without the United States (as so deter-
mined).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2020. 

Subpart C—Restoration of Deduction for 
Personal Exemptions 

SEC. 13021. DEDUCTION FOR PERSONAL EXEMP-
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
151, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in para-
graph (5), in the case of’’ in paragraph (4) and 
inserting ‘‘In the case of’’, and 

(2) by striking paragraph (5). 
(b) APPLICATION TO ESTATES AND TRUSTS.— 

Section 642(b)(2)(C), as amended by this Act, 
is further amended by striking clause (iii). 
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(c) EXCEPTION FOR WAGE WITHHOLDING 

RULES.—Section 3402(a), as amended by this 
Act, is further amended by striking para-
graph (3). 

(d) EXCEPTION FOR DETERMINING PROPERTY 
EXEMPT FROM LEVY.—Section 6334(d), as 
amended by this Act, is further amended by 
striking paragraph (4). 

(e) PERSONS REQUIRED TO MAKE RETURNS 
OF INCOME.—Section 6012, as amended by this 
Act, is further amended by striking sub-
section (f). 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. 13022. OFFSETS. 

(a) ADJUSTMENT OF HIGHEST RATE BRACK-
ET.— 

(1) JOINT RETURNS.—The last row of the 
table contained in section 1(j)(2)(A), as added 
by section 11001(a), is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘Over $1,000,000 .............................. $301,479, plus 39.6% of the excess 
over $1,000,000.’’. 

(2) HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS.—The last row of 
the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(B), as 
added by section 11001(a), is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘Over $500,000 ................................. $149,348, plus 39.6% of the excess 
over $500,000.’’. 

(3) UNMARRIED INDIVIDUALS.—The last row 
of the table contained in section 1(j)(2)(C), as 
added by section 11001(a), is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘Over $500,000 ................................. $150,739.50, plus 39.6% of the ex-
cess over $500,000.’’. 

(4) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPARATE 
RETURNS.—The last row of the table con-
tained in section 1(j)(2)(D), as added by sec-
tion 11001(a), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘Over $500,000 ................................. $150,739.50, plus 39.6% of the ex-
cess over $500,000.’’. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

(b) EXPANDED TREATMENT OF DEFERRED 
FOREIGN INCOME UPON TRANSITION TO PAR-
TICIPATION EXEMPTION SYSTEM OF TAX-
ATION.—Section 965, as amended by section 
14103 of this Act, is further amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 965. TREATMENT OF DEFERRED FOREIGN 

INCOME UPON TRANSITION TO PAR-
TICIPATION SYSTEM OF TAXATION. 

‘‘(a) TREATMENT OF DEFERRED FOREIGN IN-
COME AS SUBPART F INCOME.—In the case of 
the last taxable year of a deferred foreign in-
come corporation which begins before Janu-
ary 1, 2020— 

‘‘(1) all property of such foreign corpora-
tion shall be treated as sold on the last day 
of such taxable year for its fair market 
value, and, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this title, any gain or loss arising 
from such sale shall be taken into account 
for such taxable year to the extent otherwise 
provided by this title (except that section 
1091 shall not apply to any such loss), and 

‘‘(2) the subpart F income of such foreign 
corporation (as otherwise determined for 
such taxable year under section 952 without 
regard to this paragraph and after applica-
tion of paragraph (1)) shall be increased by 
the accumulated post-1986 deferred foreign 
income of such corporation determined as of 
the close of such taxable year. 
Proper adjustments shall be made in the 
amount of any gain or loss subsequently re-
alized for gain or loss taken into account 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(b) REDUCTION IN TAX RATE.—In the case 
of a United States shareholder of a deferred 
foreign income corporation, there shall be 

allowed as a deduction for the taxable year 
in which an amount is included in the gross 
income of such United States shareholder 
under section 951(a)(1) by reason of sub-
section (a)(2) an amount equal to 43 percent 
of the amount so included in income. 

‘‘(c) ACCUMULATED POST-1986 DEFERRED 
FOREIGN INCOME.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘accumulated 
post-1986 deferred foreign income’ means the 
post-1986 earnings and profits except to the 
extent such earnings— 

‘‘(A) are attributable to income of the de-
ferred foreign income corporation which is 
effectively connected with the conduct of a 
trade or business within the United States 
and subject to tax under this chapter, 

‘‘(B) if distributed, would be excluded from 
the gross income of a United States share-
holder under section 959, or 

‘‘(C) in the case of any deferred foreign in-
come corporation described in subsection 
(d)(1)(B) and which is a passive foreign in-
vestment company (as defined in section 
1297)— 

‘‘(i) if distributed, would have been treated 
as a distribution which is not a dividend, or 

‘‘(ii) would have been properly attributable 
to an unreversed inclusion of a United States 
person under section 1296. 
To the extent provided in regulations or 
other guidance prescribed by the Secretary, 
in the case of any controlled foreign corpora-
tion which has shareholders which are not 
United States shareholders, accumulated 
post-1986 deferred foreign income shall be ap-
propriately reduced by amounts which would 
be described in subparagraph (B) if such 
shareholders were United States share-
holders. Such regulations or other guidance 
may provide a similar rule for purposes of 
subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(2) POST-1986 EARNINGS AND PROFITS.—The 
term ‘post-1986 earnings and profits’ means 
the earnings and profits of the foreign cor-
poration (computed in accordance with sec-
tions 964(a) and 986) accumulated in taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 1986, and 
determined— 

‘‘(A) as of the close the taxable year re-
ferred to in subsection (a) and after applica-
tion of subsection (a)(1), and 

‘‘(B) without diminution by reason of divi-
dends distributed during such taxable year. 

‘‘(d) DEFERRED FOREIGN INCOME CORPORA-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘deferred foreign income cor-
poration’ means— 

‘‘(A) any controlled foreign corporation, 
and 

‘‘(B) any section 902 corporation (as defined 
in section 909(d)(5) as in effect before the 
date of the enactment of the Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act). 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION TO SECTION 902 CORPORA-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 
951, a section 902 corporation (as so defined) 
shall be treated as a controlled foreign cor-
poration solely for purposes of taking into 
account the subpart F income of such cor-
poration under subsection (a), making proper 
adjustments in the amount of subsequent 
gains or losses to reflect such gains and 
losses (including through application of sec-
tion 961), and applying subsection (f). 

‘‘(B) UNITED STATES SHAREHOLDER.—For 
purposes of this section and the application 
of subparagraph (A), in the case of a section 
902 corporation (as so defined), a shareholder 
which is a domestic corporation which owns 
10 percent or more of the voting stock of 
such section 902 corporation shall be treated 
as a United States shareholder. 

‘‘(e) DISALLOWANCE OF FOREIGN TAX CRED-
IT, ETC.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No credit shall be al-
lowed under section 901 for the applicable 
percentage of the taxes paid or accrued (or 
treated as paid or accrued) with respect to 
any amount which is included in gross in-
come under section 951(a) by reason of sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is the amount (expressed as a per-
centage) equal to 0.43 multiplied by the ratio 
of— 

‘‘(A) the amount included in gross income 
under section 951(a) by reason of subsection 
(a)(2), to 

‘‘(B) the amount included in gross income 
under section 951(a) by reason of subsection 
(a). 

‘‘(3) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—No deduction 
shall be allowed under this chapter for the 
portion of any tax for which credit is not al-
lowable under section 901 by reason of para-
graph (1) (determined by treating the tax-
payer as having elected the benefits of sub-
part A of part III of subchapter N). 

‘‘(4) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 78.—Sec-
tion 78 shall not apply to any tax for which 
credit is not allowable under section 901 by 
reason of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(f) ELECTION TO PAY LIABILITY IN INSTALL-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a United 
States shareholder of a deferred foreign in-
come corporation, such United States share-
holder may elect to pay the net tax liability 
under this section in 8 installments of the 
following amounts: 

‘‘(A) 8 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of each of the first 5 of such install-
ments, 

‘‘(B) 15 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of the 6th such installment, 

‘‘(C) 20 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of the 7th such installment, and 

‘‘(D) 25 percent of the net tax liability in 
the case of the 8th such installment. 

‘‘(2) DATE FOR PAYMENT OF INSTALLMENTS.— 
If an election is made under paragraph (1), 
the first installment shall be paid on the due 
date (determined without regard to any ex-
tension of time for filing the return) for the 
return of tax for the taxable year described 
in subsection (a) and each succeeding install-
ment shall be paid on the due date (as so de-
termined) for the return of tax for the tax-
able year following the taxable year with re-
spect to which the preceding installment was 
made. 

‘‘(3) ACCELERATION OF PAYMENT.—If there is 
an addition to tax for failure to pay timely 
assessed with respect to any installment re-
quired under this subsection, a liquidation or 
sale of substantially all the assets of the tax-
payer (including in a title 11 or similar case), 
a cessation of business by the taxpayer, or 
any similar circumstance, then the unpaid 
portion of all remaining installments shall 
be due on the date of such event (or in the 
case of a title 11 or similar case, the day be-
fore the petition is filed). The preceding sen-
tence shall not apply to the sale of substan-
tially all the assets of a taxpayer to a buyer 
if such buyer enters into an agreement with 
the Secretary under which such buyer is lia-
ble for the remaining installments due under 
this subsection in the same manner as if 
such buyer were the taxpayer. 

‘‘(4) PRORATION OF DEFICIENCY TO INSTALL-
MENTS.—If an election is made under para-
graph (1) to pay the net tax liability under 
this section in installments and a deficiency 
has been assessed with respect to such net 
tax liability, the deficiency shall be prorated 
to the installments payable under paragraph 
(1). The part of the deficiency so prorated to 
any installment the date for payment of 
which has not arrived shall be collected at 
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the same time as, and as a part of, such in-
stallment. The part of the deficiency so pro-
rated to any installment the date for pay-
ment of which has arrived shall be paid upon 
notice and demand from the Secretary. This 
subsection shall not apply if the deficiency is 
due to negligence, to intentional disregard of 
rules and regulations, or to fraud with intent 
to evade tax. 

‘‘(5) ELECTION.—Any election under para-
graph (1) shall be made not later than the 
due date for the return of tax for the taxable 
year described in subsection (a) and shall be 
made in such manner as the Secretary may 
provide. 

‘‘(6) NET TAX LIABILITY UNDER THIS SEC-
TION.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The net tax liability 
under this section with respect to any 
United States shareholder is the excess (if 
any) of— 

‘‘(i) such taxpayer’s net income tax for the 
taxable year described in subsection (a), over 

‘‘(ii) such taxpayer’s net income tax for 
such taxable year determined without regard 
to this section. 

‘‘(B) NET INCOME TAX.—The term ‘net in-
come tax’ means the regular tax liability re-
duced by the credits allowed under subparts 
A, B, and D of part IV of subchapter A. 

‘‘(g) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as may be necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the provisions of this section, including 
rules to disregard any transfer of properties 
or liabilities (including by contribution and 
distribution) a substantial purpose of which 
is the avoidance of the purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

SA 1774. Mr. UDALL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lllll. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST LEGIS-

LATION THAT WOULD REDUCE MIN-
ERAL PAYMENTS TO STATES. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the Senate to consider any bill, 
joint resolution, motion, amendment, 
amendment between the Houses, or con-
ference report that would result in a reduc-
tion of mineral payments to States from en-
ergy and solid mineral production under the 
Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) 
and offshore mineral development on the 
outer Continental Shelf under the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 
et seq.). 

(b) WAIVER AND APPEAL.—Subsection (a) 
may be waived or suspended in the Senate 
only by an affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Members 
of the Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall 
be required to sustain an appeal of the ruling 
of the Chair on a point of order raised under 
subsection (a). 

SA 1775. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. NELSON) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ECONOMIC GROWTH AND FAIRNESS 

FOR PUERTO RICO. 
(a) PUERTO RICO RESIDENTS ELIGIBLE FOR 

EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 32 of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(n) RESIDENTS OF PUERTO RICO.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of residents 

of Puerto Rico— 
‘‘(A) the United States shall be treated as 

including Puerto Rico for purposes of sub-
sections (c)(1)(A)(ii)(I) and (c)(3)(C), 

‘‘(B) subsection (c)(1)(D) shall not apply to 
nonresident alien individuals who are resi-
dents of Puerto Rico, and 

‘‘(C) adjusted gross income and gross in-
come shall be computed without regard to 
section 933 for purposes of subsections 
(a)(2)(B) and (c)(2)(A)(i). 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The credit allowed under 
this section by reason of this subsection for 
any taxable year shall not exceed the 
amount, determined under regulations or 
other guidance promulgated by the Sec-
retary, that a similarly situated taxpayer 
would receive if residing in a State.’’. 

(2) CHILD TAX CREDIT NOT REDUCED.—Sub-
clause (II) of section 24(d)(1)(B)(ii) of such 
Code is amended by inserting before the pe-
riod ‘‘(determined without regard to section 
32(n) in the case of residents of Puerto 
Rico)’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2016. 

(b) EQUITABLE TREATMENT FOR RESIDENTS 
OF PUERTO RICO WITH RESPECT TO THE RE-
FUNDABLE PORTION OF THE CHILD TAX CRED-
IT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 24(d)(1) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting ‘‘or section 933’’ after ‘‘section 
112’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2016. 

(c) PERMANENT SECTION 199 MANUFAC-
TURING CREDIT.— 

(1) RESTORING MANUFACTURING CREDIT.— 
This Act is amended by striking section 
13305. 

(2) MAKING PUERTO RICO TREATMENT PERMA-
NENT.—Section 199(d)(8) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by striking sub-
paragraph (C). 

(d) RUM COVER OVER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7652(f)(1) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(1) $13.50, or’’. 
(2) TRANSFER OF REVENUE TO PUERTO RICO 

CONSERVATION TRUST.—Section 7652(e) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘All taxes 
collected’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided 
in paragraph (5), all taxes collected’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) PUERTO RICO CONSERVATION TRUST.— 

Out of any amounts that would otherwise be 
covered into the treasury of Puerto Rico 
under this subsection for taxes collected 
under section 5001(a)(1) on rum imported into 
the United States, an amount equal to $0.46 
for each proof gallon of such rum shall be 
transferred to the Puerto Rico Conversation 
Trust.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to dis-
tilled spirits brought into the United States 
after December 31, 2016. 

SA 1776. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 

reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN UNPOPU-

LATED CENSUS TRACTS UNDER NEW 
MARKETS TAX CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 45D(e)(4)(A) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘is within’’ and inserting 
‘‘is— 

‘‘(i) within’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end and insert-

ing ‘‘or’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

clause: 
‘‘(ii) a census tract with a population of 

zero, and’’. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to invest-
ments made after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SA 1777. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 13532 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 13532. EXEMPT-FACILITY BONDS FOR SEW-

AGE AND WATER SUPPLY FACILI-
TIES. 

(a) BONDS FOR WATER AND SEWAGE FACILI-
TIES EXEMPT FROM VOLUME CAP ON PRIVATE 
ACTIVITY BONDS.—Paragraph (3) of section 
146(g) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting ‘‘(4), (5),’’ after ‘‘(2),’’. 

(b) CONFORMING CHANGE.—Paragraphs (2) 
and (3)(B) of section 146(k) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 are both amended by 
striking ‘‘(4), (5), (6),’’ and inserting ‘‘(6)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SA 1778. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. JOB TRAINING TAX CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45S. JOB TRAINING CREDIT. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of sec-
tion 38, the job training credit determined 
under this section for the taxable year is an 
amount equal to 100 percent of the qualified 
training expenses paid by the qualifying tax-
payer during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—The credit allowed under 
subsection (a) with respect to any eligible 
trainee of the qualifying taxpayer shall not 
exceed the excess (if any) of $4,000 over the 
aggregate credit allowed to such taxpayer 
under this section with respect to such eligi-
ble trainee for all prior taxable years. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TRAINING EXPENSES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 

training expenses’ means, with respect to 
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any eligible trainee of the qualifying tax-
payer, expenses paid or incurred by such tax-
payer for qualified tuition costs of such eli-
gible trainee. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED TUITION COSTS.—The term 
‘qualified tuition costs’ means costs for 
books and enrollment in a training program 
at a qualified educational organization, the 
outcome of which, if completed, will provide 
the eligible trainee a certificate or creden-
tial recognized by a State accrediting body, 
Federal Apprenticeship Agency, or any other 
national accrediting body recognized by the 
Department of Education as an independent, 
third-party accrediting body. Such training 
program— 

‘‘(i) may include a single course, multiple 
courses, or a combination of work training 
and study, and 

‘‘(ii) must be reasonably necessary for em-
ployment with the qualifying taxpayer. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED EDUCATIONAL ORGANIZA-
TION.—The term ‘qualified educational orga-
nization’ means any educational organiza-
tion described in section 101 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFYING TAXPAYER.—The term 
‘qualifying taxpayer’ means any taxpayer 
who— 

‘‘(A) with respect to any eligible trainee, is 
training and hiring individuals for positions 
based in the United States, and 

‘‘(B) provides, with respect to any eligible 
trainee, such documentation as required by 
the Secretary regarding qualified training 
expenses and proof of unemployment status 
as described in paragraph (3)(A). 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE TRAINEE.—The term ‘eligible 
trainee’ means any individual who— 

‘‘(A) has been unemployed for at least 90 
days before the date of enrollment in a train-
ing program described in paragraph (1)(B), 
and 

‘‘(B) had not been employed by the quali-
fying taxpayer at any time during the 2-year 
period preceding the date on which such 
trainee was hired. 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit 

shall be allowed under subsection (a) for any 
qualified training expense for which a deduc-
tion or other credit is allowed to the tax-
payer under any other provision of this chap-
ter. 

‘‘(2) AGGREGATION.—For purposes of this 
section, all persons treated as a single em-
ployer under subsection (a) or (b) or section 
52, or subsection (m) or (o) of section 414, 
shall be treated as one person. 

‘‘(e) ELECTION TO HAVE CREDIT NOT 
APPLY.—A taxpayer may elect (at such time 
and in such manner as the Secretary may by 
regulations prescribe) to have this section 
not apply for any taxable year. 

‘‘(f) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply to expenses paid after December 31, 
2028.’’. 

(b) CREDIT TO BE PART OF GENERAL BUSI-
NESS CREDIT.—Subsection (b) of section 38 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph 
(35), by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (36) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(37) the job training credit determined 
under section 45S(a).’’. 

(c) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX.—Section 38(c)(4)(B) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
redesignating clauses (ix), (x), and (xi) as 
clauses (x), (xi), and (xii), respectively, and 
by inserting after clause (viii) the following 
new clause: 

‘‘(ix) the credit determined under section 
45S,’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
6501(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 

is amended by inserting ‘‘45S(e),’’ after 
‘‘45H(g),’’. 

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart D of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45S. Job training credit.’’. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than January 1, 
2027, the Secretary of the Treasury (or the 
Secretary’s delegate) shall report to the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on Fi-
nance of the Senate on the economic impact 
of the job training credit under section 45S 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (as 
added under subsection (a)). 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to expenses paid or 
incurred after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, in taxable years ending after such 
date. 

(2) MINIMUM TAX.—The amendments made 
by subsection (c) shall apply to credits deter-
mined under section 45S of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 in taxable years ending 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and to carrybacks of such credits. 
SEC. ll. QUALIFIED JOB TRAINING PARTNER-

SHIP CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart E of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after section 48D the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 48E. QUALIFIED JOB TRAINING PARTNER-

SHIP CREDIT. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 

46, the Qualified Job Training Partnership 
credit for any taxable year is an amount 
equal to the percentage determined by the 
Secretary (not to exceed 100 percent) of the 
qualified investment for such taxable year 
with respect to any Qualified Job Training 
Partnership. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED INVESTMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), the qualified investment for any 
taxable year is the aggregate amount of the 
costs paid or incurred in such taxable year 
for expenses necessary for and directly re-
lated to the conduct of a Qualified Job 
Training Partnership in the form of con-
tributions of cash, cash equivalent, equip-
ment, or any combination of the three where 
100 percent of the investment is used for the 
planning, implementation, or operation of a 
Qualified Job Training Partnership and the 
training financed through the investment 
must result in a type of certificate or creden-
tial recognized by a State accrediting body, 
Federal Apprenticeship Agency, or any other 
national accrediting body recognized by the 
Department of Education as an independent, 
third-party accrediting body. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The amount which is 
treated as qualified investment for all tax-
able years with respect to any Qualified Job 
Training Partnership shall not exceed the 
amount certified by the Secretary as eligible 
for the credit under this section. 

‘‘(3) EXCLUSIONS.—The qualified invest-
ment for any taxable year with respect to 
any Qualified Job Training Partnership shall 
not take into account any cost for student 
tuition or for any other expense as deter-
mined by the Secretary as appropriate to 
carry out the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(4) CERTAIN PROGRESS EXPENDITURE RULES 
MADE APPLICABLE.—In the case of costs de-
scribed in paragraph (1) that are paid for 
property of a character subject to an allow-
ance for depreciation, rules similar to the 
rules of subsections (c)(4) and (d) of section 
46 (as in effect on the day before the date of 
the enactment of the Revenue Reconcili-
ation Act of 1990) shall apply for purposes of 
this section. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED JOB TRAINING PARTNER-
SHIP.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Qualified Job 
Training Partnership’ means a formal or in-
formal partnership between at least 1 eligi-
ble private business employer and— 

‘‘(A) 1 qualified educational institution, or 
‘‘(B) 1 labor organization (as defined in sec-

tion 2(5) of the National Labor Relations 
Act), 
where the stated goal of the partnership is to 
train students in job-ready skills. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE PRIVATE BUSINESS EM-
PLOYER.—The term ‘eligible private business 
employer’ means— 

‘‘(A) a business entity at least 50 percent of 
the gross income of which is derived from 
qualified production activities (within the 
meaning of section 199(c)), or 

‘‘(B) any type of domestic business entity 
the average number of employees of which 
for any taxable year is not more than 500 em-
ployees. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED EDUCATIONAL ORGANIZA-
TION.—The term ‘qualified educational orga-
nization’ means any educational organiza-
tion described in section 101 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 which provides a 2- 
year program that culminates in an asso-
ciate degree. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED JOB TRAINING PARTNERSHIP 
PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Labor, shall establish a Quali-
fied Job Training Partnership program to 
consider and award certifications for quali-
fied investments eligible for credits under 
this section to Qualified Job Training Part-
nerships. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—The total amount of 
credits that may be allocated under the pro-
gram shall not exceed $1,000,000,000. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) APPLICATION PERIOD.—Each applicant 

for certification under this paragraph shall 
submit an application containing such infor-
mation as the Secretary may require during 
the period beginning on the date the Sec-
retary establishes the program under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(B) TIME FOR REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.— 
The Secretary shall take action to approve 
or deny any application under subparagraph 
(A) within 30 days of the submission of such 
application. 

‘‘(C) MULTI-YEAR APPLICATIONS.—An appli-
cation for certification under subparagraph 
(A) may include a request for an allocation 
of credits for more than 1 year. 

‘‘(3) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In determining 
the Qualified Job Training Partnerships with 
respect to which qualified investments may 
be certified under this section, the Sec-
retary— 

‘‘(A) shall give priority to those applica-
tions which demonstrate— 

‘‘(i) the greatest probability that those 
who complete the program will secure em-
ployment, 

‘‘(ii) the greatest potential for providing 
workers who complete the program with 
skills that can provide long-term job and in-
come security, 

‘‘(iii) the strongest market demand for the 
type of training offered, 

‘‘(iv) the greatest probability that the pro-
gram would create a net increase in job 
training opportunities, 

‘‘(v) a strong need in the community for 
skills training, 

‘‘(vi) the ability to allow nontraditional 
learners to complete the training, and 

‘‘(vii) the ability and capacity to imple-
ment the program in a reasonable period of 
time, and 
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‘‘(B) shall take into additional consider-

ation which applications show— 
‘‘(i) the ability to leverage additional 

sources of capital, and 
‘‘(ii) the greatest ability to offer training 

programs that result in a certificate or cre-
dential (within the meaning of subsection 
(b)(1)) that is stackable or portable or both. 

‘‘(4) REVIEW AND ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) REVIEW.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this section, the 
Secretary shall review the credits allocated 
under this section as of such date. 

‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION.—If the Sec-
retary determines at the time of the review 
that credits under this section are available 
for allocation pursuant to the requirements 
set forth in paragraph (2), the Secretary is 
authorized to allocate such available credits 
through the conduct of an additional pro-
gram or programs for applications for cer-
tification. 

‘‘(5) DISCLOSURE OF ALLOCATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall, upon making a certification 
under this subsection, publicly disclose the 
identity of the applicant and the amount of 
the credit with respect to such applicant. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) BASIS ADJUSTMENT.—For purposes of 

this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section for an expenditure related to prop-
erty of a character subject to an allowance 
for depreciation, the basis of such property 
shall be reduced by the amount of such cred-
it. 

‘‘(2) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.— 
‘‘(A) BONUS DEPRECIATION.—A credit shall 

not be allowed under this section for any in-
vestment for which bonus depreciation is al-
lowed under section 168(k), 1400L(b)(1), or 
1400N(d)(1). 

‘‘(B) DEDUCTIONS.—No deduction under this 
subtitle shall be allowed for the portion of 
the expenses otherwise allowable as a deduc-
tion taken into account in determining the 
credit under this section for the taxable year 
which is equal to the amount of the credit 
determined for such taxable year under sub-
section (a) attributable to such portion. This 
subparagraph shall not apply to expenses re-
lated to property of a character subject to an 
allowance for depreciation the basis of which 
is reduced under paragraph (1), or which are 
described in section 280C(g).’’. 

(b) INCLUSION AS PART OF INVESTMENT 
CREDIT.—Section 46 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (5); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘, and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(7) the Qualified Job Training Partnership 
credit.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 49(a)(1)(C) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause 

(v); 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

clause (vi) and inserting ‘‘, and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

clause: 
‘‘(vii) the basis of any property to which 

paragraph (1) of section 48E(e) applies which 
is part of a Qualified Job Training Partner-
ship under such section 48E.’’. 

(2) Section 280C of such Code is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(j) QUALIFIED JOB TRAINING PARTNERSHIP 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No deduction shall be al-
lowed for that portion of the qualified in-
vestment (as defined in section 48E(b)) other-
wise allowable as a deduction for the taxable 
year which is equal to the amount of the 

credit determined for such taxable year 
under section 48E(a), reduced by— 

‘‘(A) the amount disallowed as a deduction 
by reason of section 48E(e)(2)(B), and 

‘‘(B) the amount of any basis reduction 
under section 48E(e)(1). 

‘‘(2) SIMILAR RULE WHERE TAXPAYER CAP-
ITALIZES RATHER THAN DEDUCTS EXPENSES.— 
In the case of expenses described in para-
graph (1)(A) taken into account in deter-
mining the credit under section 48E for the 
taxable year, if— 

‘‘(A) the amount of the portion of the cred-
it determined under such section with re-
spect to such expenses, exceeds 

‘‘(B) the amount allowable as a deduction 
for such taxable year for such expenses (de-
termined without regard to paragraph (1)), 

the amount chargeable to capital account for 
the taxable year for such expenses shall be 
reduced by the amount of such excess. 

‘‘(3) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—Paragraph (3) of 
subsection (b) shall apply for purposes of this 
subsection.’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart E of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 48D the fol-
lowing new item: 
‘‘Sec. 48E. Qualified Job Training Partner-

ship credit.’’. 
(e) GRANTS FOR QUALIFIED INVESTMENTS IN 

QUALIFIED JOB TRAINING PARTNERSHIPS IN 
LIEU OF TAX CREDITS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon application, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall, subject to the 
requirements of this subsection, provide a 
grant to each person who makes a qualified 
investment in a Qualified Job Training Part-
nership in an amount not to exceed 100 per-
cent of such investment. 

(2) APPLICATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—At the stated election of 

the applicant, an application for certifi-
cation under section 48E(d)(2) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 for a credit under such 
section for any taxable year shall be consid-
ered to be an application for a grant under 
paragraph (1) for such taxable year. 

(B) SUBMISSION DATE.—An application for a 
grant under paragraph (1) for any taxable 
year shall be submitted— 

(i) not earlier than the day after the last 
day of such taxable year; and 

(ii) not later than the due date (including 
extensions) for filing the return of tax for 
such taxable year. 

(C) INFORMATION TO BE SUBMITTED.—An ap-
plication for a grant under paragraph (1) 
shall include such information and be in 
such form as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may require to state the amount of the cred-
it allowable (but for the receipt of a grant 
under this subsection) under section 48E for 
the taxable year for the qualified investment 
with respect to which such application is 
made. 

(3) TIME FOR PAYMENT OF GRANT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury shall make payment of the amount 
of any grant under paragraph (1) during the 
30-day period beginning on the later of— 

(i) the date of the application for such 
grant; or 

(ii) the date the qualified investment for 
which the grant is being made is made. 

(B) REGULATIONS.—In the case of invest-
ments of an ongoing nature, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall issue regulations to deter-
mine the date on which a qualified invest-
ment shall be deemed to have been made for 
purposes of this paragraph. 

(4) QUALIFIED INVESTMENT.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘‘qualified in-
vestment’’ means a qualified investment 
that is certified under section 48E(d) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 for purposes of 
the credit under such section 48E. 

(5) APPLICATION OF CERTAIN RULES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—In making grants under 

this subsection, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall apply rules similar to the rules of 
section 50 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. In applying such rules, any increase in 
tax under chapter 1 of such Code by reason of 
an investment ceasing to be a qualified in-
vestment shall be imposed on the person to 
whom the grant was made. 

(B) SPECIAL RULES.— 
(i) RECAPTURE OF EXCESSIVE GRANT 

AMOUNTS.—If the amount of a grant made 
under this subsection exceeds the amount al-
lowable as a grant under this subsection, 
such excess shall be recaptured under sub-
paragraph (A) as if the investment to which 
such excess portion of the grant relates had 
ceased to be a qualified investment imme-
diately after such grant was made. 

(ii) GRANT INFORMATION NOT TREATED AS 
RETURN INFORMATION.—In no event shall the 
amount of a grant made under paragraph (1), 
the identity of the person to whom such 
grant was made, or a description of the in-
vestment with respect to which such grant 
was made be treated as return information 
for purposes of section 6103 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(6) SECRETARY.—Any reference in this sub-
section to the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be treated as including the Secretary’s 
delegate. 

(7) OTHER TERMS.—Any term used in this 
subsection which is also used in section 48E 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 shall 
have the same meaning for purposes of this 
subsection as when used in such section. 

(8) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit 
shall be allowed under section 46(7) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 by reason of sec-
tion 48E of such Code for any investment for 
which a grant is awarded under this sub-
section. 

(9) APPROPRIATIONS.—There is hereby ap-
propriated to the Secretary of the Treasury 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
this subsection. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a) through (d) of this 
section shall apply to amounts paid or in-
curred after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, in taxable years beginning after 
such date. 

SA 1779. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. MODIFICATION OF TREATMENT OF 
STUDENT LOAN FORGIVENESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 108(f) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-
vidual, gross income does not include any 
amount which (but for this subsection) 
would be includible in gross income by rea-
sons of the discharge (in whole or in part) 
of— 

‘‘(A) any loan provided expressly for post-
secondary educational expenses, regardless 
of whether provided through the educational 
institution or directly to the borrower, if 
such loan was made by— 

‘‘(i) the United States, or an instrumen-
tality or agency thereof, 
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‘‘(ii) a State, territory, or possession of the 

United States, or the District of Columbia, 
or any political subdivision thereof, or 

‘‘(iii) any institution of higher education, 
‘‘(B) any private education loan (as defined 

in section 140(a) of the Truth in Lending 
Act), 

‘‘(C) any loan made by any educational or-
ganization described in section 
170(b)(1)(A)(ii) if such loan is made— 

‘‘(i) pursuant to an agreement with any en-
tity described in subparagraph (A) or any 
private education lender (as defined in sec-
tion 140(a) of the Truth in Lending Act) 
under which the funds from which the loan 
was made were provided to such educational 
organization, or 

‘‘(ii) pursuant to a program of such edu-
cational organization which is designed to 
encourage its students to serve in occupa-
tions with unmet needs or in areas with 
unmet needs and under which the services 
provided by the students (or former stu-
dents) are for or under the direction of a gov-
ernmental unit or an organization described 
in section 501(c)(3) and exempt from tax 
under section 501(a), or 

‘‘(D) any loan made by an educational or-
ganization described in section 
170(b)(1)(A)(ii) or by an organization exempt 
from tax under section 501(a) to refinance a 
loan to an individual to assist the individual 
in attending any such educational organiza-
tion but only if the refinancing loan is pur-
suant to a program of the refinancing orga-
nization which is designed as described in 
subparagraph (C)(ii).’’, 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively, and 

(3) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated, 
by— 

(A) striking ‘‘made by an organization de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(D)’’ and inserting 
‘‘made by an organization described in para-
graph (1)(C) or made by a private education 
lender (as defined in section 140(a) of the 
Truth in Lending Act)’’, and 

(B) inserting ‘‘or for such private edu-
cation lender’’ after ‘‘either such organiza-
tion’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to dis-
charges of loans after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1780. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. SUNSET. 

If for any year beginning after December 
31, 2017, the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office determines that State and 
local spending on education or law enforce-
ment has decreased from the amount of such 
spending for the prior year, this Act and the 
amendments made by this Act are repealed 
and shall not apply for that year and any 
succeeding year, and any provision of law 
amended by this Act shall be applied as if 
such amendments had not been enacted. 

SA 1781. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 

and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 11042 add the fol-
lowing: 

(c) TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION.—If for any 
taxable year beginning after December 31, 
2017, and before January 1, 2026, the Director 
of the Congressional Budget Office deter-
mines that State and local spending on first 
responders has decreased from the amount of 
such spending for the prior taxable year, sub-
section (b) of section 164 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 shall be amended to read as 
if the amendment made by subsection (a) had 
not been enacted. 

SA 1782. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 11042 add the fol-
lowing: 

(c) TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION.—If for any 
taxable year beginning after December 31, 
2017, and before January 1, 2026, the Director 
of the Congressional Budget Office deter-
mines that State and local spending on law 
enforcement has decreased from the amount 
of such spending for the prior taxable year, 
subsection (b) of section 164 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 shall be amended to 
read as if the amendment made by sub-
section (a) had not been enacted. 

SA 1783. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 11042 add the fol-
lowing: 

(c) TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION.—If for any 
taxable year beginning after December 31, 
2017, and before January 1, 2026, the Director 
of the Congressional Budget Office deter-
mines that State and local spending on edu-
cation has decreased from the amount of 
such spending for the prior taxable year, sub-
section (b) of section 164 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 shall be amended to read as 
if the amendment made by subsection (a) had 
not been enacted. 

SA 1784. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 11042 add the fol-
lowing: 

(c) TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION.—If for any 
taxable year beginning after December 31, 
2017, and before January 1, 2026, the Director 
of the Congressional Budget Office deter-
mines that State and local spending on edu-
cation or law enforcement has decreased 
from the amount of such spending for the 
prior taxable year, subsection (b) of section 
164 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 shall 
be amended to read as if the amendment 
made by subsection (a) had not been enacted. 

SA 1785. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 11042 add the fol-
lowing: 

(c) TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION.—If for any 
taxable year beginning after December 31, 
2017, and before January 1, 2026, the Director 
of the Congressional Budget Office deter-
mines with respect to any State that in the 
prior taxable year received less in Federal 
benefits than the residents of the State paid 
in Federal taxes, that the difference between 
such benefits and Federal taxes increased, 
subsection (b) of section 164 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 shall be amended to 
read as if the amendment made by sub-
section (a) had not been enacted. 

SA 1786. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike section 11042. 

SA 1787. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 13001 add the fol-
lowing: 

(e) REPEAL OF CORPORATE RATE REDUC-
TION.—If the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office determines that average wages 
in the United States do not increase by at 
least 5 percent in the first year that begins 
after the enactment of this Act, the provi-
sions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
which are amended by subsections (a) and (b) 
shall each be amended to read as if the 
amendments made by such subsections had 
not been enacted and subsections (c) and (d) 
shall be null and void. 

SA 1788. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
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to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 13001 add the fol-
lowing: 

(e) REPEAL OF CORPORATE RATE REDUC-
TION.—If the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office determines that average wages 
in the United States do not increase by at 
least 3 percent in the first year that begins 
after the enactment of this Act, the provi-
sions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
which are amended by subsections (a) and (b) 
shall each be amended to read as if the 
amendments made by such subsections had 
not been enacted and subsections (c) and (d) 
shall be null and void. 

SA 1789. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of section 13001 add the fol-
lowing: 

(e) REPEAL OF CORPORATE RATE REDUC-
TION.—If the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office determines that average wages 
in the United States decrease in the first 
year that begins after the enactment of this 
Act, the provisions of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 which are amended by sub-
sections (a) and (b) shall each be amended to 
read as if the amendments made by such sub-
sections had not been enacted and sub-
sections (c) and (d) shall be null and void. 

SA 1790. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Ms. STABENOW) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

DIVISION—CLOSE BIG OIL TAX 
LOOPHOLES ACT 

SEC. l00. SHORT TITLE. 
This division may be cited as the ‘‘Close 

Big Oil Tax Loopholes Act’’. 
TITLE I—CLOSE BIG OIL TAX LOOPHOLES 

SEC. l01. MODIFICATIONS OF FOREIGN TAX 
CREDIT RULES APPLICABLE TO 
MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPA-
NIES WHICH ARE DUAL CAPACITY 
TAXPAYERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 901 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating subsection (n) as subsection (o) 
and by inserting after subsection (m) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(n) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO MAJOR IN-
TEGRATED OIL COMPANIES WHICH ARE DUAL 
CAPACITY TAXPAYERS.— 

‘‘(1) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this chapter, any amount 
paid or accrued by a dual capacity taxpayer 
which is a major integrated oil company 
(within the meaning of section 167(h)(5)) to a 
foreign country or possession of the United 
States for any period shall not be considered 
a tax— 

‘‘(A) if, for such period, the foreign country 
or possession does not impose a generally ap-
plicable income tax, or 

‘‘(B) to the extent such amount exceeds the 
amount (determined in accordance with reg-
ulations) which— 

‘‘(i) is paid by such dual capacity taxpayer 
pursuant to the generally applicable income 
tax imposed by the country or possession, or 

‘‘(ii) would be paid if the generally applica-
ble income tax imposed by the country or 
possession were applicable to such dual ca-
pacity taxpayer. 

Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed 
to imply the proper treatment of any such 
amount not in excess of the amount deter-
mined under subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(2) DUAL CAPACITY TAXPAYER.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘dual ca-
pacity taxpayer’ means, with respect to any 
foreign country or possession of the United 
States, a person who— 

‘‘(A) is subject to a levy of such country or 
possession, and 

‘‘(B) receives (or will receive) directly or 
indirectly a specific economic benefit (as de-
termined in accordance with regulations) 
from such country or possession. 

‘‘(3) GENERALLY APPLICABLE INCOME TAX.— 
For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘generally ap-
plicable income tax’ means an income tax 
(or a series of income taxes) which is gen-
erally imposed under the laws of a foreign 
country or possession on income derived 
from the conduct of a trade or business with-
in such country or possession. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude a tax unless it has substantial applica-
tion, by its terms and in practice, to— 

‘‘(i) persons who are not dual capacity tax-
payers, and 

‘‘(ii) persons who are citizens or residents 
of the foreign country or possession.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to taxes paid or ac-
crued in taxable years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) CONTRARY TREATY OBLIGATIONS 
UPHELD.—The amendments made by this sec-
tion shall not apply to the extent contrary 
to any treaty obligation of the United 
States. 
SEC. l02. LIMITATION ON SECTION 199 DEDUC-

TION ATTRIBUTABLE TO OIL, NAT-
URAL GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS 
THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—Paragraph (4) of 
section 199(c) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN OIL AND GAS 
INCOME.—In the case of any taxpayer who is 
a major integrated oil company (within the 
meaning of section 167(h)(5)) for the taxable 
year, the term ‘domestic production gross re-
ceipts’ shall not include gross receipts from 
the production, refining, processing, trans-
portation, or distribution of oil, gas, or any 
primary product (within the meaning of sub-
section (d)(9)) thereof.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. l03. LIMITATION ON DEDUCTION FOR IN-

TANGIBLE DRILLING AND DEVELOP-
MENT COSTS; AMORTIZATION OF 
DISALLOWED AMOUNTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 263(c) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(c) INTANGIBLE DRILLING AND DEVELOP-
MENT COSTS IN THE CASE OF OIL AND GAS 
WELLS AND GEOTHERMAL WELLS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), and except as provided in sub-
section (i), regulations shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary under this subtitle cor-
responding to the regulations which granted 
the option to deduct as expenses intangible 
drilling and development costs in the case of 
oil and gas wells and which were recognized 
and approved by the Congress in House Con-

current Resolution 50, Seventy-ninth Con-
gress. Such regulations shall also grant the 
option to deduct as expenses intangible drill-
ing and development costs in the case of 
wells drilled for any geothermal deposit (as 
defined in section 613(e)(2)) to the same ex-
tent and in the same manner as such ex-
penses are deductible in the case of oil and 
gas wells. This subsection shall not apply 
with respect to any costs to which any de-
duction is allowed under section 59(e) or 291. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall 

not apply to amounts paid or incurred by a 
taxpayer in any taxable year in which such 
taxpayer is a major integrated oil company 
(within the meaning of section 167(h)(5)). 

‘‘(B) AMORTIZATION OF AMOUNTS NOT ALLOW-
ABLE AS DEDUCTIONS UNDER SUBPARAGRAPH 
(A).—The amount not allowable as a deduc-
tion for any taxable year by reason of sub-
paragraph (A) shall be allowable as a deduc-
tion ratably over the 60-month period begin-
ning with the month in which the costs are 
paid or incurred. For purposes of section 
1254, any deduction under this subparagraph 
shall be treated as a deduction under this 
subsection.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. l04. LIMITATION ON PERCENTAGE DEPLE-

TION ALLOWANCE FOR OIL AND GAS 
WELLS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 613A of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) APPLICATION WITH RESPECT TO MAJOR 
INTEGRATED OIL COMPANIES.—In the case of 
any taxable year in which the taxpayer is a 
major integrated oil company (within the 
meaning of section 167(h)(5)), the allowance 
for percentage depletion shall be zero.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. l05. LIMITATION ON DEDUCTION FOR TER-

TIARY INJECTANTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 193 of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) APPLICATION WITH RESPECT TO MAJOR 
INTEGRATED OIL COMPANIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—This section shall not 
apply to amounts paid or incurred by a tax-
payer in any taxable year in which such tax-
payer is a major integrated oil company 
(within the meaning of section 167(h)(5)). 

‘‘(2) AMORTIZATION OF AMOUNTS NOT ALLOW-
ABLE AS DEDUCTIONS UNDER PARAGRAPH (1).— 
The amount not allowable as a deduction for 
any taxable year by reason of paragraph (1) 
shall be allowable as a deduction ratably 
over the 60-month period beginning with the 
month in which the costs are paid or in-
curred.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2017. 
SEC. l06. MODIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF 

MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPANY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section 

167(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) CERTAIN SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST.—For 
purposes of this paragraph, the term ‘major 
integrated oil company’ includes any suc-
cessor in interest of a company that was de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) in any taxable 
year, if such successor controls more than 50 
percent of the crude oil production or nat-
ural gas production of such company.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 167(h)(5) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
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1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (C),’’ after ‘‘For pur-
poses of this paragraph,’’. 

(2) TAXABLE YEARS TESTED.—Clause (iii) of 
section 167(h)(5)(B) of such Code is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘does not apply by reason 
of paragraph (4) of section 613A(d)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘did not apply by reason of para-
graph (4) of section 613A(d) for any taxable 
year after 2004’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘does not apply’’ in sub-
clause (II) and inserting ‘‘did not apply for 
the taxable year’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

TITLE II—OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
OIL AND NATURAL GAS 

SEC. l01. REPEAL OF OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF DEEP WATER AND DEEP GAS 
ROYALTY RELIEF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 344 and 345 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15904, 
15905) are repealed. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall not be required to provide for 
royalty relief in the lease sale terms begin-
ning with the first lease sale held on or after 
the date of enactment of this Act for which 
a final notice of sale has not been published. 

TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. l01. DEFICIT REDUCTION. 

The net amount of any savings realized as 
a result of the enactment of this division and 
the amendments made by this division (after 
any expenditures authorized by this division 
and the amendments made by this division) 
shall be deposited in the Treasury and used 
for Federal budget deficit reduction or, if 
there is no Federal budget deficit, for reduc-
ing the Federal debt in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Treasury considers appro-
priate. 
SEC. l02. BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

The budgetary effects of this division, for 
the purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this division, submitted for print-
ing in the Congressional Record by the 
Chairman of the Senate Budget Committee, 
provided that such statement has been sub-
mitted prior to the vote on passage. 

SA 1791. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

DIVISION l—NATIONAL DISASTER TAX 
RELIEF ACT 

SEC. l00. SHORT TITLE. 
This division may be cited as the ‘‘Na-

tional Disaster Tax Relief Act of 2015’’. 
TITLE I—TAX RELIEF RELATING TO 

DISASTERS IN 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
SEC. l01. EXPENSING OF QUALIFIED DISASTER 

EXPENSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part VI of subchapter B 

of chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by inserting after section 198 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 198A. EXPENSING OF QUALIFIED DISASTER 

EXPENSES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A taxpayer may elect to 

treat any qualified disaster expenses which 
are paid or incurred by the taxpayer as an 
expense which is not chargeable to capital 

account. Any expense which is so treated 
shall be allowed as a deduction for the tax-
able year in which it is paid or incurred. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED DISASTER EXPENSE.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘qualified 
disaster expense’ means any expenditure— 

‘‘(1) which is paid or incurred in connection 
with a trade or business or with business-re-
lated property, 

‘‘(2) which is— 
‘‘(A) for the abatement or control of haz-

ardous substances that were released on ac-
count of a federally declared disaster occur-
ring during the period beginning— 

‘‘(i) after December 31, 2007, and before 
January 1, 2010, or 

‘‘(ii) after December 31, 2011, and before 
January 1, 2016, 

‘‘(B) for the removal of debris from, or the 
demolition of structures on, real property 
which is business-related property damaged 
or destroyed as a result of a federally de-
clared disaster occurring during any such pe-
riod, or 

‘‘(C) for the repair of business-related prop-
erty damaged as a result of a federally de-
clared disaster occurring during any such pe-
riod, and 

‘‘(3) which is otherwise chargeable to cap-
ital account. 

‘‘(c) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) BUSINESS-RELATED PROPERTY.—The 
term ‘business-related property’ means prop-
erty— 

‘‘(A) held by the taxpayer for use in a trade 
or business or for the production of income, 
or 

‘‘(B) described in section 1221(a)(1) in the 
hands of the taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 
term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given such term by section 
165(i)(5)(A). 

‘‘(d) DEDUCTION RECAPTURED AS ORDINARY 
INCOME ON SALE, ETC.—Solely for purposes of 
section 1245, in the case of property to which 
a qualified disaster expense would have been 
capitalized but for this section— 

‘‘(1) the deduction allowed by this section 
for such expense shall be treated as a deduc-
tion for depreciation, and 

‘‘(2) such property (if not otherwise section 
1245 property) shall be treated as section 1245 
property solely for purposes of applying sec-
tion 1245 to such deduction. 

‘‘(e) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROVI-
SIONS.—Sections 198, 280B, and 468 shall not 
apply to amounts which are treated as ex-
penses under this section. 

‘‘(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the pur-
poses of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part VI of subchapter B of chap-
ter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 198 the following item: 
‘‘Sec. 198A. Expensing of qualified disaster 

expenses.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2011, in 
connection with disasters declared after such 
date. 
SEC. l02. INCREASED LIMITATION ON CHARI-

TABLE CONTRIBUTIONS FOR DIS-
ASTER RELIEF. 

(a) INDIVIDUALS.—Paragraph (1) of section 
170(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by redesignating subparagraphs (F) 
and (G) as subparagraphs (G) and (H), respec-
tively, and by inserting after subparagraph 
(E) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any qualified disaster 

contribution shall be allowed to the extent 

that the aggregate of such contributions 
does not exceed the excess of 80 percent of 
the taxpayer’s contribution base over the 
amount of all other charitable contributions 
allowable under this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) CARRYOVER.—If the aggregate amount 
of contributions described in clause (i) ex-
ceeds the limitation under clause (i), such 
excess shall be treated (in a manner con-
sistent with the rules of subsection (d)(1)) as 
a charitable contribution to which clause (i) 
applies in each of the 5 succeeding years in 
order of time. 

‘‘(iii) COORDINATION WITH OTHER SUBPARA-
GRAPHS.—For purposes of applying this sub-
section and subsection (d)(1), contributions 
described in clause (i) shall not be treated as 
described in subparagraph (A) and such sub-
paragraph shall be applied without regard to 
such contributions. 

‘‘(iv) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
For purposes of this subparagraph, the term 
‘qualified disaster contribution’ means any 
charitable contribution if— 

‘‘(I) such contribution is for relief efforts 
related to a federally declared disaster (as 
defined in section 165(h)(3)(C)(i)), 

‘‘(II) such contribution is made during the 
period beginning on the applicable disaster 
date with respect to the disaster described in 
subclause (I) and ending on December 31, 
2015, and 

‘‘(III) such contribution is made in cash to 
an organization described in subparagraph 
(A) (other than an organization described in 
section 509(a)(3)). 
Such term shall not include a contribution if 
the contribution is for establishment of a 
new, or maintenance in an existing, donor 
advised fund (as defined in section 4966(d)(2)). 

‘‘(v) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—For pur-
poses of clause (iv)(II), the term ‘applicable 
disaster date’ means, with respect to any 
federally declared disaster described in 
clause (iv)(I), the date on which the disaster 
giving rise to the Presidential declaration 
described in section 165(i)(5)(A) occurred. 

‘‘(vi) SUBSTANTIATION REQUIREMENT.—This 
paragraph shall not apply to any qualified 
disaster contribution unless the taxpayer ob-
tains from such organization to which the 
contribution was made a contemporaneous 
written acknowledgment (within the mean-
ing of subsection (f)(8)) that such contribu-
tion was used (or is to be used) for a purpose 
described in clause (iv)(III).’’. 

(b) CORPORATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 

170(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by redesignating subparagraph (C) 
as subparagraph (D) and by inserting after 
subparagraph (B) the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any qualified disaster 

contribution shall be allowed to the extent 
that the aggregate of such contributions 
does not exceed the excess of 20 percent of 
the taxpayer’s taxable income over the 
amount of charitable contributions allowed 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(ii) CARRYOVER.—If the aggregate amount 
of contributions described in clause (i) ex-
ceeds the limitation under clause (i), such 
excess shall be treated (in a manner con-
sistent with the rules of subsection (d)(1)) as 
a charitable contribution to which clause (i) 
applies in each of the 5 succeeding years in 
order of time. 

‘‘(iii) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTION.— 
The term ‘qualified disaster contribution’ 
has the meaning given such term under para-
graph (2)(F)(iv). 

‘‘(iv) SUBSTANTIATION REQUIREMENT.—This 
paragraph shall not apply to any qualified 
disaster contribution unless the taxpayer ob-
tains from such organization to which the 
contribution was made a contemporaneous 
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written acknowledgment (within the mean-
ing of subsection (f)(8)) that such contribu-
tion was used (or is to be used) for a purpose 
described in paragraph (1)(F)(iv)(III).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subparagraph (A) of section 170(b)(2) of 

such Code is amended by striking ‘‘subpara-
graph (B) applies’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) apply’’. 

(B) Subparagraph (B) of section 170(b)(2) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘subpara-
graph (A)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs (A) 
and (C)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
arising in taxable years ending after Decem-
ber 31, 2011. 
SEC. l03. LOSSES ATTRIBUTABLE TO DISASTERS 

IN 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 165(h) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as para-
graphs (4) and (5), respectively, and by in-
serting after paragraph (2) the following: 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR LOSSES IN FEDER-
ALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If an individual has a 
net disaster loss for any taxable year, the 
amount determined under paragraph 
(2)(A)(ii) shall be the sum of— 

‘‘(i) such net disaster loss, and 
‘‘(ii) so much of the excess referred to in 

the matter preceding clause (i) of paragraph 
(2)(A) (reduced by the amount in clause (i) of 
this subparagraph) as exceeds 10 percent of 
the adjusted gross income of the individual. 

‘‘(B) NET DISASTER LOSS.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the term ‘net disaster loss’ 
means the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the personal casualty losses— 
‘‘(I) attributable to a federally declared 

disaster occurring during the period begin-
ning after December 31, 2007, and before Jan-
uary 1, 2010, or during the period beginning 
after December 31, 2011, and before January 
1, 2016, and 

‘‘(II) occurring in a disaster area, over 
‘‘(ii) personal casualty gains. 
‘‘(C) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—For 

purposes of this paragraph— 
‘‘(i) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 

term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given such term by subsection 
(i)(5)(A). 

‘‘(ii) DISASTER AREA.—The term ‘disaster 
area’ has the meaning given such term by 
subsection (i)(5)(B).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(4) of section 165(h) of such Code, as so redes-
ignated, is amended by striking ‘‘paragraph 
(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)’’. 

(c) LOSS ALLOWED WHETHER OR NOT INDI-
VIDUAL ITEMIZED DEDUCTIONS.—Section 62(a) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting after paragraph (21) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(22) DISASTER CASUALTY LOSSES.—Any net 
disaster loss (as defined in section 
165(h)(3)(B)).’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Subparagraph 
(A) of section 165(i)(5) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘‘major’’ after ‘‘means any’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2011. 

(f) USE OF AMENDED INCOME TAX RETURNS 
TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT RECEIPT OF CERTAIN 
CASUALTY LOSS GRANTS BY DISALLOWING 
PREVIOUSLY TAKEN CASUALTY LOSS DEDUC-
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, if a taxpayer— 

(A) claims a deduction for any taxable year 
with respect to a casualty loss to a principal 
residence (within the meaning of section 121 

of such Code) resulting from any federally 
declared disaster (as defined in section 
165(h)(3)(C) of such Code) occurring during 
the period beginning after December 31, 2011, 
and before January 1, 2016, and 

(B) in a subsequent taxable year receives a 
grant under any Federal or State program as 
reimbursement for such loss, 
such taxpayer may elect to file an amended 
income tax return for the taxable year in 
which such deduction was allowed (and for 
any taxable year to which such deduction is 
carried) and reduce (but not below zero) the 
amount of such deduction by the amount of 
such reimbursement. 

(2) TIME OF FILING AMENDED RETURN.—Para-
graph (1) shall apply with respect to any 
grant only if any amended income tax re-
turns with respect to such grant are filed not 
later than the later of— 

(A) the due date for filing the tax return 
for the taxable year in which the taxpayer 
receives such grant, or 

(B) the date which is 1 year after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(3) WAIVER OF PENALTIES AND INTEREST.— 
Any underpayment of tax resulting from the 
reduction under paragraph (1) of the amount 
otherwise allowable as a deduction shall not 
be subject to any penalty or interest under 
such Code if such tax is paid not later than 
1 year after the filing of the amended return 
to which such reduction relates. 
SEC. l04. NET OPERATING LOSSES ATTRIB-

UTABLE TO DISASTERS IN 2012, 2013, 
2014, AND 2015. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 172(b)(1) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(G) CERTAIN LOSSES ATTRIBUTABLE FEDER-
ALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.—In the case of a 
taxpayer who has a qualified disaster loss (as 
defined in subsection (i)), such loss shall be a 
net operating loss carryback to each of the 5 
taxable years preceding the taxable year of 
such loss.’’. 

(b) RULES RELATING TO QUALIFIED DISASTER 
LOSSES.—Section 172 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by redesignating 
subsection (i) a subsection (j) and by insert-
ing after subsection (h) the following: 

‘‘(i) RULES RELATING TO QUALIFIED DIS-
ASTER LOSSES.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified dis-
aster loss’ means the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the losses allowable under section 165 

for the taxable year— 
‘‘(I) attributable to a federally declared 

disaster (as defined in section 165(i)(5)(A)) oc-
curring during the period beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007, and before January 1, 2010, or 
during the period beginning after December 
31, 2011, and before January 1, 2016, and 

‘‘(II) occurring in a disaster area (as de-
fined in section 165(i)(5)(B)), and 

‘‘(ii) the deduction for the taxable year for 
qualified disaster expenses which is allow-
able under section 198A(a) or which would be 
so allowable if not otherwise treated as an 
expense, or 

‘‘(B) the net operating loss for such taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION WITH SUBSECTION (b)(2).— 
For purposes of applying subsection (b)(2), a 
qualified disaster loss for any taxable year 
shall be treated in a manner similar to the 
manner in which a specified liability loss is 
treated. 

‘‘(3) ELECTION.—Any taxpayer entitled to a 
5-year carryback under subsection (b)(1)(G) 
from any loss year may elect to have the 
carryback period with respect to such loss 
year determined without regard to sub-
section (b)(1)(G). Such election shall be made 
in such manner as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary and shall be made by the due date 

(including extensions of time) for filing the 
taxpayer’s return for the taxable year of the 
net operating loss. Such election, once made 
for any taxable year, shall be irrevocable for 
such taxable year. 

‘‘(4) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘qualified dis-
aster loss’ shall not include any loss with re-
spect to any property described in section 
1400N(p)(3).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to losses 
arising in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2011, in connection with disasters 
declared after such date. 
SEC. l05. WAIVER OF CERTAIN MORTGAGE REV-

ENUE BOND REQUIREMENTS FOL-
LOWING 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (13) of section 
143(k) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘before January 1, 
2010’’ in subparagraphs (A)(i) and (B)(i) of 
such paragraph and inserting ‘‘during the pe-
riod beginning after December 31, 2007, and 
before January 1, 2010, or during the period 
beginning after December 31, 2011, and before 
January 1, 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
occurring after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. l06. INCREASED EXPENSING AND BONUS 

DEPRECIATION FOR QUALIFIED DIS-
ASTER ASSISTANCE PROPERTY FOL-
LOWING 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclause (I) of section 
168(n)(2)(A)(ii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘before Janu-
ary 1, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘during the period 
beginning after December 31, 2007, and before 
January 1, 2010, or during the period begin-
ning after December 31, 2011, and before Jan-
uary 1, 2016’’. 

(b) REMOVAL OF EXCLUSION.—Section 
168(n)(2)(B)(i) of such Code is amended by in-
serting ‘‘and’’ at the end of subclause (I), by 
striking ‘‘, and’’ at the end of subclause (II) 
and inserting a period, and by striking sub-
clause (III). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2011, 
with respect to disasters declared after such 
date. 
SEC. l07. INCREASE IN NEW MARKETS TAX 

CREDIT FOR INVESTMENTS IN COM-
MUNITY DEVELOPMENT ENTITIES 
SERVING 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (f) of section 
45D of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) INCREASED SPECIAL ALLOCATION FOR 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ENTITIES SERVING 
DISASTER AREAS WITH RESPECT TO DISASTERS 
OCCURRING IN ANY OF CALENDAR YEARS 2012 
THROUGH 2015.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of each cal-
endar year which begins after 2012 and before 
2017, the new markets tax credit limitation 
shall be increased by an amount equal to 
$500,000,000, to be allocated among qualified 
community development entities to make 
qualified low-income community invest-
ments within any covered federally declared 
disaster area. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF INCREASE.—The 
amount of the increase in limitation under 
subparagraph (A) shall be allocated by the 
Secretary under paragraph (2) to qualified 
community development entities and shall 
give priority to such entities with a record of 
having successfully provided capital or tech-
nical assistance to businesses or commu-
nities within any covered federally declared 
disaster area or areas for which the alloca-
tion is requested. 
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‘‘(C) APPLICATION OF CARRYFORWARD.— 

Paragraph (3) shall be applied separately 
with respect to the amount of any increase 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(D) COVERED FEDERALLY DECLARED DIS-
ASTER AREA.—For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘covered federally declared disaster 
area’ means any disaster area resulting from 
any federally declared disaster occurring 
after December 31, 2011, and before January 
1, 2016. For purposes of the preceding sen-
tence, the terms ‘federally declared disaster’ 
and ‘disaster area’ have the meanings given 
such terms in section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to calendar 
years beginning after 2012. 
SEC. l08. SPECIAL RULES FOR USE OF RETIRE-

MENT FUNDS IN CONNECTION WITH 
FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTERS 
IN 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015. 

(a) TAX-FAVORED WITHDRAWALS FROM RE-
TIREMENT PLANS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
72(t) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(H) DISTRIBUTIONS FROM RETIREMENT 
PLANS IN CONNECTION WITH FEDERALLY DE-
CLARED DISASTERS DURING IN ANY CALENDAR 
YEARS AFTER 2011.—Any qualified disaster re-
covery distribution.’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED DISASTER RECOVERY DISTRIBU-
TION.—Section 72(t) of such Code is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(11) QUALIFIED DISASTER RECOVERY DIS-
TRIBUTION.—For purposes of paragraph 
(2)(H)— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the term ‘qualified dis-
aster recovery distribution’ means, with re-
spect to any federally declared disaster oc-
curring in any calendar year beginning after 
2011 and before January 1, 2016, any distribu-
tion from an eligible retirement plan made 
on or after the applicable disaster date and 
before the date that is 1 year after the appli-
cable disaster date, to an individual whose 
principal place of abode on the applicable 
disaster date, is located in the disaster area 
and who has sustained an economic loss by 
reason of such federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(B) DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, the aggregate amount of distribu-
tions received by an individual with respect 
to any federally declared disaster occurring 
during in any calendar year beginning after 
2011 shall not exceed $100,000. 

‘‘(ii) TREATMENT OF PLAN DISTRIBUTIONS.— 
If a distribution to an individual would 
(without regard to clause (i)) be a qualified 
disaster recovery distribution, a plan shall 
not be treated as violating any requirement 
of this title merely because the plan treats 
such distribution as a qualified disaster re-
covery distribution, unless the aggregate 
amount of such distributions from all plans 
maintained by the employer (and any mem-
ber of any controlled group which includes 
the employer) to such individual with re-
spect to any federally declared disaster oc-
curring in any calendar year beginning after 
2011 exceeds $100,000. 

‘‘(iii) CONTROLLED GROUP.—For purposes of 
clause (ii), the term ‘controlled group’ means 
any group treated as a single employer under 
subsection (b), (c), (m), or (o) of section 414. 

‘‘(C) AMOUNT DISTRIBUTED MAY BE REPAID.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-

ceives a qualified disaster recovery distribu-
tion may, at any time during the 3-year pe-
riod beginning on the day after the date on 
which such distribution was received, make 
one or more contributions in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed the amount of such 
distribution to an eligible retirement plan of 

which such individual is a beneficiary and to 
which a rollover contribution of such dis-
tribution could be made under section 402(c), 
403(a)(4), 403(b)(8), 408(d)(3), or 457(e)(16), as 
the case may be. 

‘‘(ii) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS OF DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLANS 
OTHER THAN IRAS.—For purposes of this title, 
if a contribution is made pursuant to clause 
(i) with respect to a qualified disaster recov-
ery distribution from an eligible retirement 
plan other than an individual retirement 
plan, then the taxpayer shall, to the extent 
of the amount of the contribution, be treated 
as having received the qualified disaster re-
covery distribution in an eligible rollover 
distribution (as defined in section 402(c)(4)) 
and as having transferred the amount to the 
eligible retirement plan in a direct trustee 
to trustee transfer within 60 days of the dis-
tribution. 

‘‘(iii) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS FOR DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM IRAS.—For purposes of this 
title, if a contribution is made pursuant to 
clause (i) with respect to a qualified disaster 
recovery distribution from an individual re-
tirement plan (as defined by section 
7701(a)(37)), then, to the extent of the 
amount of the contribution, the qualified 
disaster recovery distribution shall be treat-
ed as a distribution described in section 
408(d)(3) and as having been transferred to 
the eligible retirement plan in a direct trust-
ee to trustee transfer within 60 days of the 
distribution. 

‘‘(D) INCOME INCLUSION SPREAD OVER 3-YEAR 
PERIOD.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied disaster recovery distribution, unless 
the taxpayer elects not to have this para-
graph apply for any taxable year, any 
amount required to be included in gross in-
come for such taxable year shall be so in-
cluded ratably over the 3-taxable-year period 
beginning with such taxable year. 

‘‘(ii) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of clause 
(i), rules similar to the rules of subparagraph 
(E) of section 408A(d)(3) shall apply. 

‘‘(E) OTHER DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(i) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-

ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs. 

‘‘(iii) ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLAN.—The 
term ‘eligible retirement plan’ shall have the 
meaning given such term by section 
402(c)(8)(B). 

‘‘(F) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(i) EXEMPTION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM 

TRUSTEE TO TRUSTEE TRANSFER AND WITH-
HOLDING RULES.—For purposes of sections 
401(a)(31), 402(f), and 3405, qualified disaster 
recovery distributions shall not be treated as 
eligible rollover distributions. 

‘‘(ii) QUALIFIED DISASTER RECOVERY DIS-
TRIBUTIONS TREATED AS MEETING PLAN DIS-
TRIBUTION REQUIREMENTS.—For purposes of 
this title, a qualified disaster recovery dis-
tribution shall be treated as meeting the re-
quirements of sections 401(k)(2)(B)(i), 
403(b)(7)(A)(ii), 403(b)(11), and 457(d)(1)(A).’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to dis-
tributions with respect to disaster declared 
after December 31, 2011. 

(b) LOANS FROM QUALIFIED PLANS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (p) of section 

72 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) INCREASE IN LIMIT ON LOANS NOT TREAT-
ED AS DISTRIBUTIONS WITH RESPECT TO DISAS-
TERS IN ANY CALENDAR YEAR AFTER 2011.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any loan 
from a qualified employer plan to a qualified 
individual made during the applicable pe-
riod— 

‘‘(i) clause (i) of paragraph (2)(A) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘$100,000’ for ‘$50,000’, 
and 

‘‘(ii) clause (ii) of such paragraph shall be 
applied by substituting ‘the present value of 
the nonforfeitable accrued benefit of the em-
ployee under the plan’ for ‘one-half of the 
present value of the nonforfeitable accrued 
benefit of the employee under the plan’. 

‘‘(B) DELAY OF REPAYMENT.—In the case of 
a qualified individual with an outstanding 
loan on or after the applicable disaster date 
from a qualified employer plan— 

‘‘(i) if the due date pursuant to subpara-
graph (B) or (C) of paragraph (2) for any re-
payment with respect to such loan occurs 
during the 1-year period beginning on the ap-
plicable disaster date, such due date shall be 
delayed for 1 year, 

‘‘(ii) any subsequent repayments with re-
spect to any such loan shall be appropriately 
adjusted to reflect the delay in the due date 
under clause (i) and any interest accruing 
during such delay, and 

‘‘(iii) in determining the 5-year period and 
the term of a loan under subparagraph (B) or 
(C) of paragraph (2), the period described in 
clause (i) shall be disregarded. 

‘‘(C) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph— 

‘‘(i) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘qualified individual’ means, with respect to 
any federally declared disaster occurring 
during in any calendar year beginning after 
2011, an individual whose principal place of 
abode on the applicable disaster date is lo-
cated in the disaster area and who has sus-
tained an economic loss by reason of such 
federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—The applicable 
period is the period beginning on the applica-
ble disaster date and ending on December 31, 
2016. 

‘‘(iii) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(iv) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to loans 
made with respect to disaster declared after 
December 31, 2011. 

(c) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If this subsection applies 
to any amendment to any plan or annuity 
contract, such plan or contract shall be 
treated as being operated in accordance with 
the terms of the plan during the period de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(B)(i). 

(2) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH SUBSECTION AP-
PLIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall 
apply to any amendment to any plan or an-
nuity contract which is made— 

(i) pursuant to any provision of, or amend-
ment made by, this section, or pursuant to 
any regulation issued by the Secretary or 
the Secretary of Labor under any provision 
of, or amendment made by, this section, and 

(ii) on or before the last day of the first 
plan year beginning on or after January 1, 
2016, or such later date as the Secretary may 
prescribe. 
In the case of a governmental plan (as de-
fined in section 414(d)), clause (ii) shall be 
applied by substituting the date which is 2 
years after the date otherwise applied under 
clause (ii). 
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(B) CONDITIONS.—This subsection shall not 

apply to any amendment unless— 
(i) during the period— 
(I) beginning on the date that the provi-

sions of, and amendments made by, this sec-
tion or the regulation described in subpara-
graph (A)(i) takes effect (or in the case of a 
plan or contract amendment not required by 
the provisions of, or amendments made by, 
this section or such regulation, the effective 
date specified by the plan), and 

(II) ending on the date described in sub-
paragraph (A)(ii) (or, if earlier, the date the 
plan or contract amendment is adopted), 
the plan or contract is operated as if such 
plan or contract amendment were in effect; 
and 

(ii) such plan or contract amendment ap-
plies retroactively for such period. 
SEC. l09. ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION FOR HOUS-

ING QUALIFIED DISASTER DIS-
PLACED INDIVIDUALS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 151 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION FOR CERTAIN 
DISASTER-DISPLACED INDIVIDUALS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-
able year beginning in any calendar year be-
ginning after 2011, there shall be allowed an 
exemption of $500 for each qualified disaster- 
displaced individual with respect to the tax-
payer for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) DOLLAR LIMITATION.—The exemption 

under paragraph (1) shall not exceed $2,000, 
reduced by the amount of the exemption 
under this subsection for all prior taxable 
years. 

‘‘(B) INDIVIDUALS TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT ONLY 
ONCE.—An individual shall not be taken into 
account under paragraph (1) if such indi-
vidual was taken into account under this 
subsection by the taxpayer for any prior tax-
able year. 

‘‘(C) IDENTIFYING INFORMATION REQUIRED.— 
An individual shall not be taken into ac-
count under paragraph (1) for a taxable year 
unless the taxpayer identification number of 
such individual is included on the return of 
the taxpayer for such taxable year. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED DISASTER-DISPLACED INDI-
VIDUAL.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘qualified disaster-dis-
placed individual’ means, with respect to any 
taxpayer for any taxable year, any qualified 
individual if such individual is provided 
housing free of charge by the taxpayer in the 
principal residence of the taxpayer for a pe-
riod of 60 consecutive days which ends in 
such taxable year. Such term shall not in-
clude the spouse or any dependent of the tax-
payer. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘qualified individual’ means any individual 
who— 

‘‘(i) on the date of a federally declared dis-
aster occurring in calendar years beginning 
after 2011 and before 2016 maintained such in-
dividual’s principal place of abode in the dis-
aster area declared with respect to such dis-
aster, and 

‘‘(ii) was displaced from such principal 
place of abode by reason of the federally de-
clared disaster. 
For purposes of the preceding sentence, the 
terms ‘federally declared disaster’ and ‘dis-
aster area’ have the meanings given such 
terms in section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(4) COMPENSATION FOR HOUSING.—No de-
duction shall be allowed under this sub-
section if the taxpayer receives any rent or 
other amount (from any source) in connec-
tion with the providing of such housing.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2011. 

SEC. l10. EXCLUSIONS OF CERTAIN CANCELLA-
TIONS OF INDEBTEDNESS BY REA-
SON OF 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 DIS-
ASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 108 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) DISCHARGE OF INDEBTEDNESS FOR INDI-
VIDUALS AFFECTED BY DISASTERS IN ANY CAL-
ENDAR YEAR AFTER 2011.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), gross income shall not include 
any amount which (but for this subsection) 
would be includible in gross income by rea-
son of any discharge (in whole or in part) of 
indebtedness of a natural person described in 
paragraph (3) by an applicable entity (as de-
fined in section 6050P(c)(1)) during the appli-
cable period. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS FOR BUSINESS INDEBTED-
NESS.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any 
indebtedness incurred in connection with a 
trade or business. 

‘‘(3) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A natural person 
is described in this paragraph if the principal 
place of abode of such person on the applica-
ble disaster date was located in the disaster 
area with respect to any federally declared 
disaster occurring during any calendar year 
beginning after 2011 and before 2016. 

‘‘(4) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘applicable period’ 
means the period beginning on the applicable 
disaster date and ending on the date which is 
14 months after such date. 

‘‘(5) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this subsection— 

‘‘(A) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to dis-
charges made on or after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. l11. SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 

EARNED INCOME OF INDIVIDUALS 
AFFECTED BY FEDERALLY DE-
CLARED DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 32 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(n) SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 
EARNED INCOME OF TAXPAYERS AFFECTED BY 
FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
individual with respect to any federally de-
clared disaster occurring during any cal-
endar year beginning after 2011, if the earned 
income of the taxpayer for the taxable year 
which includes the applicable disaster date is 
less than the earned income of the taxpayer 
for the preceding taxable year, the credit al-
lowed under this section and section 24(d) 
may, at the election of the taxpayer, be de-
termined by substituting— 

‘‘(A) such earned income for the preceding 
taxable year, for 

‘‘(B) such earned income for the taxable 
year which includes the applicable date. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘qualified indi-
vidual’ means, with respect to any federally 
declared disaster occurring during in any 
calendar year beginning after 2011 and before 
2016, any individual whose principal place of 
abode on the applicable disaster date, was lo-
cated— 

‘‘(A) in any portion of a disaster area de-
termined by the President to warrant indi-
vidual or individual and public assistance 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act by reason of 
the federally declared disaster, or 

‘‘(B) in any portion of the disaster area not 
described in subparagraph (A) and such indi-
vidual was displaced from such principal 
place of abode by reason of the federally de-
clared disaster. 

‘‘(3) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this paragraph— 

‘‘(A) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs. 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(A) APPLICATION TO JOINT RETURNS.—For 

purposes of paragraph (1), in the case of a 
joint return for a taxable year which in-
cludes the disaster date— 

‘‘(i) such paragraph shall apply if either 
spouse is a qualified individual, and 

‘‘(ii) the earned income of the taxpayer for 
the preceding taxable year shall be the sum 
of the earned income of each spouse for such 
preceding taxable year. 

‘‘(B) UNIFORM APPLICATION OF ELECTION.— 
Any election made under paragraph (1) shall 
apply with respect to both section 24(d) and 
this section. 

‘‘(C) ERRORS TREATED AS MATHEMATICAL 
ERROR.—For purposes of section 6213, an in-
correct use on a return of earned income pur-
suant to paragraph (1) shall be treated as a 
mathematical or clerical error. 

‘‘(D) NO EFFECT ON DETERMINATION OF 
GROSS INCOME, ETC.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, this title shall be 
applied without regard to any substitution 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) CHILD TAX CREDIT.—Section 24(d) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(5) SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING EARNED 
INCOME OF TAXPAYERS AFFECTED BY FEDER-
ALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.—For election by 
qualified individuals with respect to certain 
federally declared disasters to substitute 
earned income from the preceding taxable 
year, see section 32(n).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2011. 

SEC. l12. INCREASE IN REHABILITATION CREDIT 
FOR BUILDINGS IN 2012, 2013, 2014, 
AND 2015 DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR EXPENDITURES 
MADE IN CONNECTION WITH CERTAIN DISAS-
TERS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of qualified 
rehabilitation expenditures paid or incurred 
during the applicable period with respect to 
any qualified rehabilitated building or cer-
tified historic structure located in a disaster 
area with respect to any federally declared 
disaster occurring in, subsection (a) shall be 
applied— 

‘‘(A) by substituting ‘13 percent’ for ‘10 per-
cent’ in paragraph (1) thereof, and 

‘‘(B) by substituting ‘26 percent’ for ‘20 per-
cent’ in paragraph (2) thereof. 

‘‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 

‘‘(A) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—The term ‘appli-
cable period’ means the period beginning on 
the applicable disaster date and ending on 
December 31, 2015. 
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‘‘(C) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The term 

‘applicable disaster date’ means, with re-
spect to any federally declared disaster, the 
date on which such federally declared dis-
aster occurs.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. l13. ADVANCED REFUNDINGS OF CERTAIN 

TAX-EXEMPT BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 149(d) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
redesignating paragraph (7) as paragraph (8) 
and by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) SPECIAL RULE WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN 
NATURAL DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a bond 
described in subparagraph (C), one additional 
advance refunding after the date of the en-
actment of this paragraph and before Janu-
ary 1, 2018, shall be allowed under the rules 
of this subsection if— 

‘‘(i) the Governor of the State designates 
the advance refunding bond for purposes of 
this subsection, and 

‘‘(ii) the requirements of subparagraph (E) 
are met. 

‘‘(B) CERTAIN PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS.— 
With respect to a bond described in subpara-
graph (C) which is an exempt facility bond 
described in paragraph (1) or (2) of section 
142(a), one advance refunding after the date 
of the enactment of this paragraph and be-
fore January 1, 2018, shall be allowed under 
the applicable rules of this subsection (not-
withstanding paragraph (2) thereof) if the re-
quirements of clauses (i) and (ii) of subpara-
graph (A) are met. 

‘‘(C) BONDS DESCRIBED.—A bond is de-
scribed in this paragraph if, with respect to 
any federally declared disaster, such bond— 

‘‘(i) was outstanding on the applicable dis-
aster date, and 

‘‘(ii) is issued by an applicable State or a 
political subdivision thereof. 

‘‘(D) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—The maximum ag-
gregate face amount of bonds which may be 
designated under this subsection by the Gov-
ernor of a State shall not exceed 
$4,500,000,000. 

‘‘(E) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The re-
quirements of this subparagraph are met 
with respect to any advance refunding of a 
bond described in subparagraph (C) if— 

‘‘(i) no advance refundings of such bond 
would be allowed under this title on or after 
the applicable disaster date, 

‘‘(ii) the advance refunding bond is the 
only other outstanding bond with respect to 
the refunded bond, and 

‘‘(iii) the requirements of section 148 are 
met with respect to all bonds issued under 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(F) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

‘‘(i) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE STATE.—The term ‘appli-
cable State’ means, with respect to any fed-
erally declared disaster, any State in which 
a portion of the disaster area is located.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. l14. QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOVERY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 

subchapter B of chapter 1 of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after section 146 the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 146A. QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOV-

ERY BONDS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

title, any qualified disaster area recovery 
bond shall— 

‘‘(1) be treated as an exempt facility bond, 
and 

‘‘(2) not be subject to section 146. 
‘‘(b) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOVERY 

BOND.—For purposes of this section, the 
term ‘qualified disaster area recovery bond’ 
means any bond issued as part of an issue 
if— 

‘‘(1) 95 percent or more of the net proceeds 
of such issue are to be used for qualified 
project costs, 

‘‘(2) such bond is issued by a State or any 
political subdivision thereof any part of 
which is in a qualified disaster area, 

‘‘(3) the Governor of the issuing State des-
ignates such bond for purposes of this sec-
tion, and 

‘‘(4) such bond is issued after the date of 
the enactment of this section and before 
January 1, 2017. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The maximum aggregate 

face amount of bonds which may be des-
ignated under this section by any State shall 
not exceed $10,000,000,000. 

‘‘(2) MOVABLE PROPERTY.—No bonds shall 
be issued which are to be used for movable 
fixtures and equipment. 

‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF CURRENT REFUNDING 
BONDS.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any 
bond (or series of bonds) issued to refund a 
qualified disaster area recovery bond, if— 

‘‘(A) the average maturity date of the issue 
of which the refunding bond is a part is not 
later than the average maturity date of the 
bonds to be refunded by such issue, 

‘‘(B) the amount of the refunding bond does 
not exceed the outstanding amount of the re-
funded bond, and 

‘‘(C) the net proceeds of the refunding bond 
are used to redeem the refunded bond not 
later than 90 days after the date of the 
issuance of the refunding bond. 
For purposes of subparagraph (A), average 
maturity shall be determined in accordance 
with section 147(b)(2)(A). 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED PROJECT COSTS.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘qualified 
project costs’ means the cost of acquisition, 
construction, reconstruction, and renovation 
of— 

‘‘(1) residential rental property (as defined 
in section 142(d)), 

‘‘(2) nonresidential real property (including 
fixed improvements associated with such 
property), 

‘‘(3) a facility described in paragraph (2) or 
(3) of section 142(a), or 

‘‘(4) public utility property (as defined in 
section 168(i)(10)), 
which is located in a qualified disaster area 
and was damaged or destroyed by reason of a 
federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying this title 
to any qualified disaster area recovery bond, 
the following modifications shall apply: 

‘‘(1) Section 147(d) (relating to acquisition 
of existing property not permitted) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘15 
percent’ each place it appears. 

‘‘(2) Section 148(f)(4)(C) (relating to excep-
tion from rebate for certain proceeds to be 
used to finance construction expenditures) 
shall apply to the available construction pro-
ceeds of bonds issued under this section. For 
purposes of the preceding sentence, the fol-
lowing spending requirements shall apply in 
lieu of the requirements in clause (ii) of such 
section: 

‘‘(A) 40 percent of such available construc-
tion proceeds are spent for the governmental 

purposes of the issue within the 2-year period 
beginning on the date the bonds are issued, 

‘‘(B) 60 percent of such proceeds are spent 
for such purposes within the 3-year period 
beginning on such date, 

‘‘(C) 80 percent of such proceeds are spent 
for such purposes within the 4-year period 
beginning on such date, and 

‘‘(D) 100 percent of such proceeds are spent 
for such purposes within the 5-year period 
beginning on such date. 

‘‘(3) Repayments of principal on financing 
provided by the issue— 

‘‘(A) may not be used to provide financing, 
and 

‘‘(B) must be used not later than the close 
of the first semiannual period beginning 
after the date of the repayment to redeem 
bonds which are part of such issue. 
The requirement of subparagraph (B) shall be 
treated as met with respect to amounts re-
ceived within 5 years after the date of 
issuance of the issue (or, in the case of a re-
funding bond, the date of issuance of the 
original bond) if such amounts are used by 
the close of such 5 years to redeem bonds 
which are part of such issue. 

‘‘(4) Section 57(a)(5) shall not apply. 
‘‘(f) SEPARATE ISSUE TREATMENT OF POR-

TIONS OF AN ISSUE.—This section shall not 
apply to the portion of an issue which (if 
issued as a separate issue) would be treated 
as a qualified bond or as a bond that is not 
a private activity bond (determined without 
regard to paragraph (1)), if the issuer elects 
to so treat such portion. 

‘‘(g) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA; FEDERALLY 
DECLARED DISASTER.— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA.—The term 
‘qualified disaster area’ means any area de-
termined to warrant individual or individual 
and public assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment under the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
by reason of a federally declared disaster oc-
curring during the period beginning after De-
cember 31, 2011, and before January 1, 2016. 

‘‘(2) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 
term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given to such term under section 
165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter B of chapter 1 of such Code is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to 
section 146 the following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 146A. Qualified disaster area recovery 
bonds.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after December 31, 2015. 

SEC. l15. ADDITIONAL LOW-INCOME HOUSING 
CREDIT ALLOCATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
42(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to limitation on aggregate credit 
allowable with respect to projects located in 
a State) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(J) INCREASE IN STATE HOUSING CREDIT FOR 
STATES DAMAGED BY NATURAL DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of calendar 
year 2016, the State housing credit ceiling of 
each State any portion of which includes any 
portion of a qualifying disaster area shall be 
increased by so much of the aggregate hous-
ing credit dollar amount as does not exceed 
the applicable limitation allocated by the 
State housing credit agency of such State for 
such calendar year to buildings located in 
qualifying disaster areas. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE LIMITATION.—For purposes 
of clause (i), the applicable limitation is the 
greater of— 

‘‘(I) $8 multiplied by the population of the 
qualifying disaster areas in such State, or 
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‘‘(II) 50 percent of the State housing credit 

ceiling (determined without regard to this 
subparagraph) for 2015. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of this section, the applicable percent-
age with respect to any building to which 
amounts allocated under clause (i) shall be 
determined under subsection (b)(2), except 
that subparagraph (A) thereof shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘January 1, 2016’ for 
‘January 1, 2015’. 

‘‘(iv) ALLOCATIONS TREATED AS MADE FIRST 
FROM ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION AMOUNT FOR 
PURPOSES OF DETERMINING CARRYOVER.—For 
purposes of determining the unused State 
housing credit ceiling under subparagraph 
(C) for any calendar year, any increase in the 
State housing credit ceiling under clause (i) 
shall be treated as an amount described in 
clause (ii) of such subparagraph. 

‘‘(v) QUALIFYING DISASTER AREA.—For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, the term ‘quali-
fying federally declared disaster area’ 
means— 

‘‘(I) each county which is determined to 
warrant individual or individual and public 
assistance from the Federal Government 
under a qualifying natural disaster declara-
tion described in clause (vi)(I), and 

‘‘(II) each county not described in sub-
clause (I) which is included in the geo-
graphical area covered by a qualifying nat-
ural disaster declaration described in sub-
clause (II) or (III) of clause (vi). 

‘‘(vi) QUALIFYING NATURAL DISASTER DEC-
LARATION.—For purposes of clause (v), the 
term ‘qualifying natural disaster declara-
tion’ means— 

‘‘(I) a federally declared disaster (as de-
fined in section 165(i)(5)) occurring during 
the period beginning after December 31, 2011, 
and before January 1, 2016, 

‘‘(II) a natural disaster declared by the 
Secretary of Agriculture in 2011 due to dam-
aging weather and other conditions relating 
to Hurricane Irene or Tropical Storm Lee 
under section 321(a) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1961(a)), or 

‘‘(III) a major disaster or emergency des-
ignated by the President in 2011 due to dam-
aging weather and other conditions relating 
to Hurricane Irene or Tropical Storm Lee 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. l16. FACILITATION OF TRANSFER OF 
WATER LEASING AND WATER BY MU-
TUAL DITCH OR IRRIGATION COM-
PANIES IN DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (12) of section 
501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(I) TREATMENT OF MUTUAL DITCH OR IRRI-
GATION COMPANIES IN CERTAIN DISASTER 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
mutual ditch or irrigation company or like 
organization, subparagraph (A) shall be ap-
plied without taking into account any in-
come received or accrued during the applica-
ble period— 

‘‘(I) from the sale, lease, or exchange of fee 
or other interests in real property, including 
interests in water, 

‘‘(II) from the sale or exchange of stock in 
a mutual ditch or irrigation company or like 
organization or contract rights for the deliv-
ery or use of water, 

‘‘(III) from the investment of proceeds 
from sales, leases, or exchanges under sub-
clauses (I) and (II), or 

‘‘(IV) from the United States, or a State or 
local government, resulting from the feder-
ally declared disaster. 
except that any income received under sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), or (IV) which is distrib-
uted or expended for expenses (other than for 
operations, maintenance, and capital im-
provements) of the qualified mutual ditch or 
irrigation company or like organization 
shall be treated as nonmember income in the 
year in which it is distributed or expended. 

‘‘(ii) QUALIFIED MUTUAL DITCH OR IRRIGA-
TION COMPANY OR LIKE ORGANIZATION.—For 
purposes of this paragraph— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified mu-
tual ditch or irrigation company or like or-
ganization’ means any mutual ditch or irri-
gation company or like organization that di-
verted, delivered, transported, stored, or 
used its water for agricultural irrigation 
purposes on its own or through its share-
holders in a qualified disaster area during 
any of calendar years 2012 through 2015. 

‘‘(II) QUALIFIED ASSET.—The term ‘quali-
fied asset’ means any real property or tan-
gible personal property used in the mutual 
ditch or irrigation company’s (or like orga-
nization’s) system. 

‘‘(III) MULTIPLE AREAS.—Under regula-
tions, if the qualified assets of any mutual 
ditch or irrigation company or like organiza-
tion are located in more than 1 qualified dis-
aster area, all such areas shall be treated as 
1 area and if more than 1 federally declared 
disaster is involved, the date on which the 
last of such disasters occurred shall be the 
date used for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘applicable period’ 
means the taxable year in which the feder-
ally declared disaster occurred and the 5 fol-
lowing taxable years. 

‘‘(iv) OTHER DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(I) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA.—The term 

‘qualified disaster area’ means any area de-
termined to warrant individual or individual 
and public assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment under the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
by reason of a federally declared disaster oc-
curring during the period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 2012, and ending on December 31, 2015. 

‘‘(II) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 
term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given to such term under section 
165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 2011. 

TITLE II—OTHER DISASTER TAX RELIEF 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. l01. EXCLUSION FOR DISASTER MITIGA-
TION PAYMENTS RECEIVED FROM 
STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
139(g) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, or any other 
amount which is paid by a State or local 
government or agency or instrumentality 
thereof,’’ after ‘‘(as in effect on such date)’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to payments 
received after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. l02. NATURAL DISASTER FUNDS. 

(a) NATURAL DISASTER FUND.—Subpart C of 
part II of subchapter E of chapter 1 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting after section 468B the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 468C. SPECIAL RULES FOR NATURAL DIS-

ASTER FUNDS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If a qualified taxpayer 

elects the application of this section, there 
shall be allowed as a deduction for any tax-
able year the amount of payments made by 
the taxpayer to a natural disaster fund dur-
ing such taxable year. 

‘‘(b) NATURAL DISASTER FUND.—The term 
‘natural disaster fund’ means a fund meeting 
the following requirements: 

‘‘(1) DESIGNATION.—The taxpayer des-
ignates— 

‘‘(A) the fund as a natural disaster fund in 
the manner prescribed by the Secretary, and 

‘‘(B) the line or lines of business to which 
the fund applies. 

‘‘(2) SEGREGATION.—The assets of the fund 
are segregated from other assets of the tax-
payer. 

‘‘(3) INVESTMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) The assets of the fund are maintained 

in one or more qualified accounts and are in-
vested only in— 

‘‘(i) deposits with banks whose deposits are 
insured subject to applicable limits by the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, or 

‘‘(ii) in stock or other securities in which 
the fund would be permitted to invest if it 
were a capital construction fund subject to 
the investment limitations of paragraphs (2) 
and (3) of section 7518(b)(2). 

‘‘(B) All investment earnings (including 
gains and losses) from investments of the 
fund become part of the fund. 

‘‘(4) CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE FUND.—The fund 
does not accept any deposits (or other 
amounts) other than cash payments with re-
spect to which a deduction is allowable 
under subsection (a) and earnings (including 
gains and losses) from fund investments. 

‘‘(5) PURPOSE.—The fund is established and 
maintained for the purposes of covering 
costs, expenses, and losses (including busi-
ness interruption losses) resulting from a 
Federally declared natural disaster to the 
extent such costs are not covered by insur-
ance. 

‘‘(6) MAXIMUM BALANCE.—The balance of 
the fund does not exceed the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) 150 percent of the maximum deduct-

ible, and 
‘‘(ii) 100 percent of the maximum co-insur-

ance (to the extent not taken into account in 
clause (i)), 
that, in the case of a Federally declared nat-
ural disaster resulting in losses, the tax-
payer could be expected to pay with respect 
to property and business interruption insur-
ance maintained by the taxpayer for the line 
of business to which the fund applies and 
that would cover losses resulting from a Fed-
erally declared natural disaster, and 

‘‘(B) the maximum loss under any insur-
ance coverage that the taxpayer could rea-
sonably expect to occur for the line of busi-
ness in the case of a severe natural disaster. 

‘‘(7) FINANCIAL STATEMENTS.—The fund or 
the balance of the fund is recorded in the 
taxpayer’s financial statements in accord-
ance with generally accepted accounting 
principles and not as a current asset and the 
footnotes to the taxpayer’s financial state-
ments include a short description of the fund 
and its purposes. 

‘‘(8) INSURANCE.—The taxpayer property in-
surance maintained by the qualified tax-
payer applies to 75 percent or more of the 
property used— 

‘‘(A) in the qualified taxpayer’s line of 
business to which the fund relates, and 

‘‘(B) in the United States. 
‘‘(c) QUALIFIED TAXPAYER.—For purposes of 

this section, the term ‘qualified taxpayer’ 
means any taxpayer that— 

‘‘(1) actively conducts a trade or business, 
and 

‘‘(2) maintains property insurance with re-
spect to such trade or business that insures 
against losses in natural disasters. 

‘‘(d) FAILURE TO MEET REQUIREMENTS.—If a 
fund that was a natural disaster fund ceases 
to meet any of the requirements of sub-
section (b) or a taxpayer who has a natural 
disaster fund ceases to meet the requirement 
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of subsection (c), the entire balance of the 
fund shall be deemed distributed in a non-
qualified distribution at the time the fund 
ceases to meet such requirements. 

‘‘(e) TAXATION OF FUND.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The earnings (including 

gains and losses) from the investment and 
reinvestment of amounts held in the fund 
shall not be taken into account in deter-
mining the gross income of the taxpayer 
that owns the fund. 

‘‘(2) NOT A SEPARATE TAXPAYER.—A natural 
disaster fund shall not be considered a sepa-
rate taxpayer for purposes of this subtitle. 

‘‘(f) TAXATION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM THE 
FUND.— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED DISTRIBUTIONS.—For pur-
poses of this chapter, qualified distributions 
shall be treated in the same manner as pro-
ceeds from property or business interruption 
insurance. 

‘‘(2) NONQUALIFIED DISTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year for which there is a nonqualified 
distribution— 

‘‘(i) such nonqualified distributions shall 
be excluded from the gross income of the 
taxpayer, and 

‘‘(ii) the tax imposed by this chapter (de-
termined without regard to this subsection) 
shall be increased by the product of the 
amount of such nonqualified distribution and 
the highest rate of tax specified in section 1 
(section 11 in the case of a corporation). 

‘‘(B) TAX BENEFIT RULE; COORDINATION WITH 
DEDUCTION FOR NET OPERATING LOSSES.— 
Rules similar to the rules of subparagraphs 
(B) and (C) of section 7518(g)(6) shall apply 
for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL TAX.—The tax imposed by 
this chapter for any taxable year on any tax-
payer that a owns natural disaster fund shall 
be increased by the greater of— 

‘‘(A) 20 percent of the amount of any non- 
qualified distributions from the fund in the 
taxable year, and 

‘‘(B) an amount equal to interest, at the 
underpayment rate established under section 
6621, on the nonqualified distribution from 
the time the amount is added to the fund to 
the time the amount is distributed. 

‘‘(4) INTEREST CALCULATION.—For purposes 
of calculating interest under paragraph 
(3)(B)— 

‘‘(A) all investment earnings (including 
gains or losses) in taxable year shall be 
treated as added to the fund on the last day 
of the taxable year, and 

‘‘(B) amounts distributed from the fund 
shall be treated as distributed on a first-in, 
first-out basis. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) FEDERALLY DECLARED NATURAL DIS-
ASTER.—The term ‘Federally declared nat-
ural disaster’ means a natural disaster that 
is determined by Presidential declaration 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to warrant 
individual or individual and public assist-
ance under such Act. 

‘‘(2) NONQUALIFIED DISTRIBUTION.—The 
term ‘nonqualified distribution’ means a dis-
tribution from a natural disaster fund other 
than a qualified distribution. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED ACCOUNT.—The term ‘quali-
fied account’ means an account with a bank 
(as defined in section 581) or a brokerage ac-
count but only if the investments of such ac-
counts are limited to those permitted by 
subsection (b)(3) and no investments are 
made in a related person (as defined in sec-
tion 465(b)(3)(C)) to the taxpayer. 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED DISTRIBUTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified dis-

tribution’ means with respect to natural dis-
aster fund an amount equal to the excess 
of— 

‘‘(i) costs, expenses, and losses (including 
losses of a type reimbursable by proceeds of 
business interruption insurance) incurred by 
the taxpayer as a result of the Federally de-
clared natural disaster with respect to the 
line or lines of business for which the fund 
was designated, over 

‘‘(ii) the proceeds of property and business 
interruption insurance paid for the benefit of 
the taxpayer with respect to costs, expenses, 
and losses described in clause (i). 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—A distribution from a 
natural disaster fund shall not be treated as 
a qualified distribution if such distribution 
is allocated to a Federally declared natural 
disaster occurring more than 3 years before 
the date of such distribution. 

‘‘(h) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) NO DOUBLE COUNTING.—Any portion of 
any deductible or coinsurance taken into ac-
count under subsection (b)(6) in determining 
the maximum balance for a natural disaster 
fund shall not be taken into account in de-
termining the maximum balance for another 
natural disaster fund. 

‘‘(2) EXCESS BALANCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the balance of a nat-

ural disaster fund exceeds the maximum bal-
ance permitted by subsection (b)(6) by reason 
of investment earnings or a reduction in the 
maximum balance, the account shall not 
cease to be a natural disaster fund as the re-
sult of exceeding such limit if the excess is 
distributed within 120 days of the date that 
such excess first occurred. 

‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF DISTRIBUTIONS OF EX-
CESS BALANCE.—In the case of any distribu-
tion of the excess balance of a natural dis-
aster fund within 120 days of the date that 
such excess first occurred— 

‘‘(i) paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (f) 
shall not apply to the distribution of such 
excess if distributed within such period, and 

‘‘(ii) the amount of such distribution shall 
be included in the gross income of the tax-
payer in the year such distribution was 
made. 

‘‘(C) ANTI-ABUSE RULE.—Subparagraph (B) 
shall not apply in the case of any reduction 
in the maximum balance resulting from any 
action of the taxpayer the primary purpose 
of which was to reduce the maximum bal-
ance to enable a distribution that would not 
be subject to the maximum tax rate calcula-
tion or the additional tax. 

‘‘(3) CERTAIN ASSET ACQUISITIONS.—The 
transfer of a natural disaster fund (or the 
portion of a natural disaster fund) from one 
person to another person shall not constitute 
a nonqualified distribution if— 

‘‘(A) such transfer is part of a trans-
action— 

‘‘(i) to which section 381 applies, 
‘‘(ii) the transferee acquires substantially 

all of the assets of the transferor used in the 
line or lines of business for which the fund 
was designated, 

‘‘(iii) the transferee acquires substantially 
all of the assets of the transferor used in one, 
but not all, of the lines of business for which 
the fund was designated, or 

‘‘(iv) the transferee acquires substantially 
all of the transferor’s assets located in a geo-
graphical area and used in a line of business 
for which the fund was designated, and 

‘‘(B) the transferee elects to treat the ac-
quired natural disaster fund (or portion 
thereof) as a natural disaster fund for the 
line of business for which the transferor had 
previously designated the fund and as a con-
tinuation of the fund (or pro rata portion 
thereof) for purposes of determining the ad-
ditional tax imposed by subsection (f)(4). 

‘‘(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the provi-
sions of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart C of part II of sub-
chapter E of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 468B the 
following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 468C. Special rules for natural disaster 

funds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2014. 

TITLE III—PERMANENT DISASTER TAX 
RELIEF PROVISIONS 

SEC. l01. INCREASE PROPERTY REPLACEMENT 
PERIOD TO 5 YEARS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1033(a)(2) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(F) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of converted 

property that is located in the disaster area 
of a federally declared disaster occurring 
during a calendar year beginning after 2011 
and that is damaged or destroyed by the fed-
erally declared disaster, subparagraph (B)(i) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘5 years’ for 
‘2 years’. 

‘‘(ii) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER AND 
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of clause (i), 
the terms ‘federally declared disaster’ and 
‘disaster area’ have the meanings given such 
terms under section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1033(h)(1)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘4 years’’ and in-
serting ‘‘5 years’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l02. WAGE CREDIT FOR SPECIFIED DIS-

ASTER-DAMAGED BUSINESSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45S. WAGE CREDIT FOR SPECIFIED DIS-

ASTER-DAMAGED BUSINESSES. 
‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—For purposes of sec-

tion 38, in the case of an eligible employer, 
the specified disaster-damaged business wage 
credit for any taxable year is an amount 
equal to 40 percent of the qualified wages for 
such year. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED WAGES DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
wages’ means, with respect to any covered 
employee, wages paid or incurred by the eli-
gible employer to the employee who is not 
able to work at the disaster-damaged busi-
ness of the employer during an inoperability 
period because of a federally declared dis-
aster. Such term shall not include amounts 
paid or incurred for overtime compensation. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) LIMITATION ON WAGES TAKEN INTO AC-

COUNT.—The amount of the qualified wages 
with respect to any individual which may be 
taken into account with respect to a feder-
ally declared disaster shall not exceed $6,000. 

‘‘(B) INOPERABILITY PERIOD.—The inoper-
ability period with respect to a federally de-
clared disaster is the period beginning with 
the first day the trade or business is ren-
dered inoperable due to damage from the fed-
erally declared disaster and ending on the 
earlier of— 

‘‘(i) the last day on which the trade or 
business is inoperable, or 

‘‘(ii) 16 weeks after the first day of such 
disaster. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYER.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible em-

ployer’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any employer which— 
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‘‘(i) employed an average of less than 200 

employees on business days during such tax-
able year, and 

‘‘(ii) has a disaster-damaged business. 
‘‘(B) DISASTER-DAMAGED BUSINESS.—The 

term ‘disaster-damaged business’ means a 
place of business within a disaster area 
which is rendered inoperable due to damage 
from the federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(C) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—For purposes of 
this section, all persons treated as a single 
employer under subsection (b), (c), (m), or (o) 
of section 414 shall be treated as a single em-
ployer. 

‘‘(2) COVERED EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘cov-
ered employee’ means, with respect to an eli-
gible employer, an individual— 

‘‘(A) whose principal place of employment 
is in a disaster area with respect to a feder-
ally declared disaster, and 

‘‘(B) who has been employed by the em-
ployer for more than 30 days before the first 
day of the federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(3) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER AND 
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of clause (i), 
the terms ‘federally declared disaster’ and 
‘disaster area’ have the meanings given such 
terms under section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE AS GENERAL BUSINESS CRED-
IT.—Section 38(b) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘plus’’ at 
the end of paragraph (35), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of paragraph (36) and insert-
ing ‘‘, plus’’, and by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(37) the specified disaster-damaged busi-
ness wage credit determined under section 
45S(a).’’. 

(c) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Sub-
section (a) of section 280C of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘‘45S(a),’’ after ‘‘45P(a)’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for subpart D of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45S. Wage credit for specified disaster- 

damaged businesses.’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l03. DISASTER-RELATED MEDICAL EX-

PENSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 213 of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) DISASTER-RELATED MEDICAL EX-
PENSES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of expenses 
directly related to an injury caused by a fed-
erally declared disaster occurring during the 
taxable year or the preceding taxable year, 
there shall be allowed a separate deduction 
under this section, which shall be deter-
mined under this section (without regard to 
this subsection), except that— 

‘‘(A) subsection (a) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘zero percent’ for ‘10 percent’, and 

‘‘(B) subsection (f) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘zero percent’ for ‘7.5 percent’. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION.—Any expense taken 
into account under paragraph (1) shall not be 
treated as an expense taken into account 
under this section (without regard to this 
section). 

‘‘(3) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—For 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘feder-
ally declared disaster’ shall have the mean-
ing given such term under section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re-
spect to disasters occurring after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. l04. EXPENSING OF QUALIFIED DISASTER 

EXPENSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 198A(b)(2)(A)(ii) 

of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 

added by section l01 of this division, is 
amended by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 
2016,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l05. LOSSES ATTRIBUTABLE TO DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 165(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended by section l03 of this division, is 
amended by striking ‘‘the period beginning 
after December 31, 2011, and before January 
1, 2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘any period beginning 
after December 31, 2011,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2015. 
SEC. l06. NET OPERATING LOSSES ATTRIB-

UTABLE TO DISASTERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 172(i)(1)(A)(i)(I) of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 2016,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2015. 
SEC. l07. SPECIAL RULES FOR USE OF RETIRE-

MENT FUNDS IN CONNECTION WITH 
FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTERS. 

(a) WITHDRAWALS.—Section 72(t)(11)(A) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amend-
ed by section l08 of this division, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2011 and before January 1, 
2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘2011,’’. 

(b) LOANS.—Section 72(p)(6)(C)(ii) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘and ending on 
December 31, 2016’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to distribu-
tions with respect to disaster declared after 
December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l08. ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION FOR HOUS-

ING QUALIFIED DISASTER DIS-
PLACED INDIVIDUALS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 151(f)(3)(B)(i) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amend-
ed by section l09 of this division, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘and before 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l09. EXCLUSIONS OF CERTAIN CANCELLA-

TIONS OF INDEBTEDNESS BY REA-
SON OF DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 108(j)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended by 
section l10 of this division, is amended by 
striking ‘‘and before 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to dis-
charges made on or after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l10. SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 

EARNED INCOME OF INDIVIDUALS 
AFFECTED BY FEDERALLY DE-
CLARED DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 32(n)(2) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended by 
section l11 of this division, is amended by 
striking ‘‘and before 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l11. QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOVERY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 146A(b)(4) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended 
by section l14 of this division, is further 
amended by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 
2017’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. l12. ADDITIONAL LOW-INCOME HOUSING 

CREDIT ALLOCATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 42(h)(3)(J) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended 
by section l15 of this division, is amended— 

(1) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘In the case of 
calendar year 2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘In the 
case of a calendar year beginning after 
2015,’’, 

(2) in clause (ii)(II) by striking ‘‘2015’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the preceding calendar year’’, and 

(3) in clause (iii) by striking ‘‘substituting 
‘January 1 of the calendar year in which the 
taxable year ends’ for ‘January 1, 2015’ ’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 1792. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. NO TAX EXEMPT BONDS FOR PROFES-

SIONAL STADIUMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 103(b), as amend-

ed by this Act, is further amended by adding 
at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) PROFESSIONAL STADIUM BOND.—Any 
professional stadium bond.’’. 

(b) PROFESSIONAL STADIUM BOND DE-
FINED.—Subsection (c) of section 103 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) PROFESSIONAL STADIUM BOND.—The 
term ‘professional stadium bond’ means any 
bond issued as part of an issue any proceeds 
of which are used to finance or refinance cap-
ital expenditures allocable to a facility (or 
appurtenant real property) which, during at 
least 5 days during any calendar year, is used 
as a stadium or arena for professional sports 
exhibitions, games, or training.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after November 2, 2017. 

SA 1793. Mrs. FISCHER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 13404 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 13404. EMPLOYER CREDIT FOR PAID FAMILY 

AND MEDICAL LEAVE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—Subpart D of 

part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45S. EMPLOYER CREDIT FOR PAID FAMILY 

AND MEDICAL LEAVE. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 

38, in the case of an eligible employer, the 
paid family and medical leave credit is an 
amount equal to the applicable percentage of 
the amount of wages paid to qualifying em-
ployees during any period in which such em-
ployees are on family and medical leave. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the term ‘applicable 
percentage’ means 12.5 percent increased 
(but not above 25 percent) by 0.25 percentage 
points for each percentage point by which 
the rate of payment (as described under sub-
section (c)(1)(B)) exceeds 50 percent. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The credit allowed under 

subsection (a) with respect to any employee 
for any taxable year shall not exceed an 
amount equal to the product of the normal 
hourly wage rate of such employee for each 
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hour (or fraction thereof) of actual services 
performed for the employer and the number 
of hours (or fraction thereof) for which fam-
ily and medical leave is taken. 

‘‘(2) NON-HOURLY WAGE RATE.—For purposes 
of paragraph (1), in the case of any employee 
who is not paid on an hourly wage rate, the 
wages of such employee shall be prorated to 
an hourly wage rate under regulations estab-
lished by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF LEAVE SUBJECT TO 
CREDIT.—The amount of family and medical 
leave that may be taken into account with 
respect to any employee under subsection (a) 
for any taxable year shall not exceed 12 
weeks. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYER.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible em-
ployer’ means any employer who has in place 
a policy that meets the following require-
ments: 

‘‘(A) The policy provides— 
‘‘(i) in the case of a qualifying employee 

who is not a part-time employee (as defined 
in section 4980E(d)(4)(B)), not less than 2 
weeks of annual paid family and medical 
leave, and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a qualifying employee 
who is a part-time employee, an amount of 
annual paid family and medical leave that is 
not less than an amount which bears the 
same ratio to the amount of annual paid 
family and medical leave that is provided to 
a qualifying employee described in clause (i) 
as— 

‘‘(I) the number of hours the employee is 
expected to work during any week, bears to 

‘‘(II) the number of hours an equivalent 
qualifying employee described in clause (i) is 
expected to work during the week. 

‘‘(B) The policy requires that the rate of 
payment under the program is not less than 
50 percent of the wages normally paid to 
such employee for services performed for the 
employer. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN EMPLOY-
ERS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An added employer shall 
not be treated as an eligible employer unless 
such employer provides paid family and med-
ical leave in compliance with a policy which 
ensures that the employer— 

‘‘(i) will not interfere with, restrain, or 
deny the exercise of or the attempt to exer-
cise, any right provided under the policy, 
and 

‘‘(ii) will not discharge or in any other 
manner discriminate against any individual 
for opposing any practice prohibited by the 
policy. 

‘‘(B) ADDED EMPLOYER; ADDED EMPLOYEE.— 
For purposes of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) ADDED EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘added 
employee’ means a qualifying employee who 
is not covered by title I of the Family and 
Medical Leave Act of 1993, as amended. 

‘‘(ii) ADDED EMPLOYER.—The term ‘added 
employer’ means an eligible employer (deter-
mined without regard to this paragraph), 
whether or not covered by that title I, who 
offers paid family and medical leave to added 
employees. 

‘‘(3) AGGREGATION RULE.—All persons which 
are treated as a single employer under sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 52 shall be 
treated as a single taxpayer. 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF BENEFITS MANDATED OR 
PAID FOR BY STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.— 
For purposes of this section, any leave which 
is paid by a State or local government or re-
quired by State or local law shall not be 
taken into account in determining the 
amount of paid family and medical leave 
provided by the employer. 

‘‘(5) NO INFERENCE.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed as subjecting an 
employer to any penalty, liability, or other 

consequence (other than ineligibility for the 
credit allowed by reason of subsection (a) or 
recapturing the benefit of such credit) for 
failure to comply with the requirements of 
this subsection. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFYING EMPLOYEES.—For purposes 
of this section, the term ‘qualifying em-
ployee’ means any employee (as defined in 
section 3(e) of the Fair Labor Standards Act 
of 1938, as amended) who— 

‘‘(1) has been employed by the employer for 
1 year or more, and 

‘‘(2) for the preceding year, had compensa-
tion not in excess of an amount equal to 60 
percent of the amount applicable for such 
year under clause (i) of section 414(q)(1)(B). 

‘‘(e) FAMILY AND MEDICAL LEAVE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), for purposes of this section, 
the term ‘family and medical leave’ means 
leave for any 1 or more of the purposes de-
scribed under subparagraph (A), (B), (C), (D), 
or (E) of paragraph (1), or paragraph (3), of 
section 102(a) of the Family and Medical 
Leave Act of 1993, as amended, whether the 
leave is provided under that Act or by a pol-
icy of the employer. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION.—If an employer provides 
paid leave as vacation leave, personal leave, 
or medical or sick leave (other than leave 
specifically for 1 or more of the purposes re-
ferred to in paragraph (1)), that paid leave 
shall not be considered to be family and med-
ical leave under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘vacation leave’, ‘personal leave’, and 
‘medical or sick leave’ mean those 3 types of 
leave, within the meaning of section 102(d)(2) 
of that Act. 

‘‘(f) DETERMINATIONS MADE BY SECRETARY 
OF TREASURY.—For purposes of this section, 
any determination as to whether an em-
ployer or an employee satisfies the applica-
ble requirements for an eligible employer (as 
described in subsection (c)) or qualifying em-
ployee (as described in subsection (d)), re-
spectively, shall be made by the Secretary 
based on such information, to be provided by 
the employer, as the Secretary determines to 
be necessary or appropriate. 

‘‘(g) WAGES.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘wages’ has the meaning given such 
term by subsection (b) of section 3306 (deter-
mined without regard to any dollar limita-
tion contained in such section). Such term 
shall not include any amount taken into ac-
count for purposes of determining any other 
credit allowed under this subpart. 

‘‘(h) ELECTION TO HAVE CREDIT NOT 
APPLY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A taxpayer may elect to 
have this section not apply for any taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) OTHER RULES.—Rules similar to the 
rules of paragraphs (2) and (3) of section 51(j) 
shall apply for purposes of this subsection. 

‘‘(i) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply to wages paid in taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2019.’’. 

(b) CREDIT PART OF GENERAL BUSINESS 
CREDIT.—Section 38(b) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph (35), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph 
(36) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(37) in the case of an eligible employer (as 
defined in section 45S(c)), the paid family 
and medical leave credit determined under 
section 45S(a).’’. 

(c) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST AMT.—Sub-
paragraph (B) of section 38(c)(4) is amended 
by redesignating clauses (ix) through (xi) as 
clauses (x) through (xii), respectively, and by 
inserting after clause (viii) the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(ix) the credit determined under section 
45S,’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Section 
280C(a) is amended by inserting ‘‘45S(a),’’ 
after ‘‘45P(a),’’. 

(2) ELECTION TO HAVE CREDIT NOT APPLY.— 
Section 6501(m) is amended by inserting 
‘‘45S(h),’’ after ‘‘45H(g),’’. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart D of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45S. Employer credit for paid family 

and medical leave.’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to wages 
paid in taxable years beginning after Decem-
ber 31, 2017. 

SA 1794. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 55, strike line 6 and all 
that follows through page 66, line 16, and in-
sert the following: 
SEC. 11029. RELIEF FOR 2016 DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘2016 disaster area’’ means 
any area with respect to which a major dis-
aster has been declared by the President 
under section 401 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act during calendar year 2016. 

(b) SPECIAL RULES FOR USE OF RETIREMENT 
FUNDS WITH RESPECT TO AREAS DAMAGED BY 
2016 DISASTERS.— 

(1) TAX-FAVORED WITHDRAWALS FROM RE-
TIREMENT PLANS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 72(t) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 shall not apply to 
any qualified 2016 disaster distribution. 

(B) AGGREGATE DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, the aggregate amount of distribu-
tions received by an individual which may be 
treated as qualified 2016 disaster distribu-
tions for any taxable year shall not exceed 
the excess (if any) of— 

(I) $100,000, over 
(II) the aggregate amounts treated as 

qualified 2016 disaster distributions received 
by such individual for all prior taxable years. 

(ii) TREATMENT OF PLAN DISTRIBUTIONS.—If 
a distribution to an individual would (with-
out regard to clause (i)) be a qualified 2016 
disaster distribution, a plan shall not be 
treated as violating any requirement of this 
title merely because the plan treats such dis-
tribution as a qualified 2016 disaster distribu-
tion, unless the aggregate amount of such 
distributions from all plans maintained by 
the employer (and any member of any con-
trolled group which includes the employer) 
to such individual exceeds $100,000. 

(iii) CONTROLLED GROUP.—For purposes of 
clause (ii), the term ‘‘controlled group’’ 
means any group treated as a single em-
ployer under subsection (b), (c), (m), or (o) of 
section 414 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

(C) AMOUNT DISTRIBUTED MAY BE REPAID.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-

ceives a qualified 2016 disaster distribution 
may, at any time during the 3-year period 
beginning on the day after the date on which 
such distribution was received, make one or 
more contributions in an aggregate amount 
not to exceed the amount of such distribu-
tion to an eligible retirement plan of which 
such individual is a beneficiary and to which 
a rollover contribution of such distribution 
could be made under section 402(c), 403(a)(4), 
403(b)(8), 408(d)(3), or 457(e)(16) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as the case may be. 
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(ii) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS OF DIS-

TRIBUTIONS FROM ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLANS 
OTHER THAN IRAS.—For purposes of this title, 
if a contribution is made pursuant to clause 
(i) with respect to a qualified 2016 disaster 
distribution from an eligible retirement plan 
other than an individual retirement plan, 
then the taxpayer shall, to the extent of the 
amount of the contribution, be treated as 
having received the qualified 2016 disaster 
distribution in an eligible rollover distribu-
tion (as defined in section 402(c)(4) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986) and as having 
transferred the amount to the eligible retire-
ment plan in a direct trustee to trustee 
transfer within 60 days of the distribution. 

(iii) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS FOR DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM IRAS.—For purposes of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, if a contribu-
tion is made pursuant to clause (i) with re-
spect to a qualified 2016 disaster distribution 
from an individual retirement plan (as de-
fined by section 7701(a)(37) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986), then, to the extent of 
the amount of the contribution, the qualified 
2016 disaster distribution shall be treated as 
a distribution described in section 408(d)(3) of 
such Code and as having been transferred to 
the eligible retirement plan in a direct trust-
ee to trustee transfer within 60 days of the 
distribution. 

(D) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph— 

(i) QUALIFIED 2016 DISASTER DISTRIBUTION.— 
Except as provided in subparagraph (B), the 
term ‘‘qualified 2016 disaster distribution’’ 
means any distribution from an eligible re-
tirement plan made on or after January 1, 
2016, and before January 1, 2018, to an indi-
vidual whose principal place of abode at any 
time during calendar year 2016 was located in 
a disaster area described in subsection (a) 
and who has sustained an economic loss by 
reason of the events giving rise to the Presi-
dential declaration described in subsection 
(a) which was applicable to such area. 

(ii) ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLAN.—The term 
‘‘eligible retirement plan’’ shall have the 
meaning given such term by section 
402(c)(8)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

(E) INCOME INCLUSION SPREAD OVER 3-YEAR 
PERIOD.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied 2016 disaster distribution, unless the tax-
payer elects not to have this subparagraph 
apply for any taxable year, any amount re-
quired to be included in gross income for 
such taxable year shall be so included rat-
ably over the 3-taxable-year period begin-
ning with such taxable year. 

(ii) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of clause 
(i), rules similar to the rules of subparagraph 
(E) of section 408A(d)(3) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 shall apply. 

(F) SPECIAL RULES.— 
(i) EXEMPTION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM 

TRUSTEE TO TRUSTEE TRANSFER AND WITH-
HOLDING RULES.—For purposes of sections 
401(a)(31), 402(f), and 3405 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, qualified 2016 disaster dis-
tribution shall not be treated as eligible roll-
over distributions. 

(ii) QUALIFIED 2016 DISASTER DISTRIBUTIONS 
TREATED AS MEETING PLAN DISTRIBUTION RE-
QUIREMENTS.—For purposes of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, a qualified 2016 dis-
aster distribution shall be treated as meet-
ing the requirements of sections 
401(k)(2)(B)(i), 403(b)(7)(A)(ii), 403(b)(11), and 
457(d)(1)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

(2) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If this paragraph applies 
to any amendment to any plan or annuity 
contract, such plan or contract shall be 
treated as being operated in accordance with 

the terms of the plan during the period de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(ii)(I). 

(B) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH SUBSECTION AP-
PLIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—This paragraph shall apply 
to any amendment to any plan or annuity 
contract which is made— 

(I) pursuant to any provision of this sec-
tion, or pursuant to any regulation under 
any provision of this section; and 

(II) on or before the last day of the first 
plan year beginning on or after January 1, 
2018, or such later date as the Secretary pre-
scribes. 
In the case of a governmental plan (as de-
fined in section 414(d) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986), subclause (II) shall be ap-
plied by substituting the date which is 2 
years after the date otherwise applied under 
subclause (II). 

(ii) CONDITIONS.—This paragraph shall not 
apply to any amendment unless— 

(I) during the period— 
(aa) beginning on the date that this section 

or the regulation described in clause (i)(I) 
takes effect (or in the case of a plan or con-
tract amendment not required by this sec-
tion or such regulation, the effective date 
specified by the plan); and 

(bb) ending on the date described in clause 
(i)(II) (or, if earlier, the date the plan or con-
tract amendment is adopted), 
the plan or contract is operated as if such 
plan or contract amendment were in effect; 
and 

(II) such plan or contract amendment ap-
plies retroactively for such period. 

(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR PERSONAL CASUALTY 
LOSSES RELATED TO 2016 MAJOR DISASTER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If an individual has a net 
disaster loss for any taxable year beginning 
after December 31, 2017, and before January 
1, 2026— 

(A) the amount determined under section 
165(h)(2)(A)(ii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 shall be equal to the sum of— 

(i) such net disaster loss, and 
(ii) so much of the excess referred to in the 

matter preceding clause (i) of section 
165(h)(2)(A) of such Code (reduced by the 
amount in clause (i) of this subparagraph) as 
exceeds 10 percent of the adjusted gross in-
come of the individual, 

(B) section 165(h)(1) of such Code shall be 
applied by substituting ‘‘$500’’ for ‘‘$500 ($100 
for taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2009)’’, 

(C) the standard deduction determined 
under section 63(c) of such Code shall be in-
creased by the net disaster loss, and 

(D) section 56(b)(1)(E) of such Code shall 
not apply to so much of the standard deduc-
tion as is attributable to the increase under 
subparagraph (C) of this paragraph. 

(2) NET DISASTER LOSS.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘‘net disaster loss’’ 
means the excess of qualified disaster-re-
lated personal casualty losses over personal 
casualty gains (as defined in section 
165(h)(3)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986). 

(3) QUALIFIED DISASTER-RELATED PERSONAL 
CASUALTY LOSSES.—For purposes of this para-
graph, the term ‘‘qualified disaster-related 
personal casualty losses’’ means losses de-
scribed in section 165(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 which arise in a dis-
aster area described in subsection (a) on or 
after January 1, 2016, and which are attrib-
utable to the events giving rise to the Presi-
dential declaration described in subsection 
(a) which was applicable to such area. 

SA 1795. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 

and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

In section 20001(b), add at the end the fol-
lowing: 

(6) CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS FOR LEASES.— 
The Secretary shall ensure that any lease 
issued under this section shall include— 

(A) a requirement that the lessee comply 
with the Buy American requirements in Ex-
ecutive Order 13788 (82 Fed. Reg. 18837 (April 
18, 2017)); and 

(B) a requirement that any pipeline con-
structed under the lease use materials and 
equipment produced in the United States, to 
the maximum extent practicable, in accord-
ance with the Presidential Memorandum for 
the Secretary of Commerce entitled ‘‘Con-
struction of American Pipelines’’ (82 Fed. 
Reg. 8659 (January 24, 2017)). 

SA 1796. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

In section 20001(b), add at the end the fol-
lowing: 

(6) PROHIBITION ON EXPORTS.—A lease 
issued under this section shall include provi-
sions prohibiting the exportation of oil or 
gas produced under the lease. 

SA 1797. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike part VI of subtitle A of title I and 
insert the following: 

PART VI—NIH AND FDA FUNDING 
SEC. 11061. NIH AND FDA FUNDING. 

(a) APPROPRIATION.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated, and there is appropriated, 
out of amounts in the Treasury not other-
wise obligated, to the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘‘Secretary’’), $80,000,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2018, for the purpose of providing 
additional funding to the National Institutes 
of Health and the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration. Amounts appropriated under this 
subsection shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

(b) ALLOCATION.—The Secretary shall allo-
cate the amount appropriated under sub-
section (a) to each of the Institutes of Health 
and the Food and Drug Administration by 
distributing to each such agency a portion of 
the amount so appropriated that bears the 
same relation to the total amount appro-
priated under subsection (a) as the amount 
of discretionary funds appropriated to such 
agency for fiscal year 2017 bears to the total 
amount of discretionary funding appro-
priated to both agencies for fiscal year 2017. 

SA 1798. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 
Subtitle lllll—Student Loan 

Forgiveness 
SEC. lll01. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Student 
Loan Forgiveness Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. lll02. REPEAL OF INCREASED ESTATE 

AND GIFT TAX EXEMPTION AND RE-
DUCTION IN CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, sections 11061, 13001, and 13002 of this 
Act shall be repealed, and the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 shall be applied as if such 
sections, and the amendments made thereby, 
had never been enacted. 
SEC. lll02. FEDERAL STUDENT LOAN FORGIVE-

NESS. 
(a) DEFINITION OF FEDERAL STUDENT 

LOAN.—In this section, the term ‘‘Federal 
student loan’’ means a loan that— 

(1) originated before the date of enactment 
of this Act; and 

(2) was made, insured, or guaranteed under 
title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.), including any loan 
made under part B, D, or E of such title. 

(b) CANCELLATION OF ALL OUTSTANDING 
FEDERAL DIRECT STUDENT LOANS.—Notwith-
standing title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) or any 
other provision of law, the Secretary of Edu-
cation shall, as appropriate for each Federal 
student loan— 

(1) cancel the balance of interest, prin-
cipal, and fees due on such loan as of the 
date of such cancellation; or 

(2) assume, through the holder of such 
loan, the obligation to repay the balance of 
interest, principal, and fees due on such loan, 
as of the date of such assumption. 

SA 1799. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, insert the following: 
Subtitle ll—Student Loan Refinancing 

SEC. ll01. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Bank on 

Students Loan Refinancing Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. ll02. REPEAL OF INCREASED ESTATE AND 

GIFT TAX EXEMPTION. 
Section 11061 of this Act is repealed and 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 shall be 
applied as if such section, and the amend-
ments made thereby, had never taken effect. 
SEC. ll03. REFINANCING PROGRAMS. 

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—Section 451(a) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087a(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and (2)’’ and inserting 
‘‘(2)’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘; and (3) to make loans 
under section 460A and section 460B’’ after 
‘‘section 459A’’. 

(b) REFINANCING PROGRAM.—Part D of title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1087a et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 460A. REFINANCING FFEL AND FEDERAL 

DIRECT LOANS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Beginning not later 

than 180 days after the date of enactment of 

the Bank on Students Loan Refinancing Act 
of 2017, the Secretary shall establish a pro-
gram under which the Secretary, upon the 
receipt of an application from a qualified 
borrower, makes a loan under this part, in 
accordance with the provisions of this sec-
tion, in order to permit the borrower to ob-
tain the interest rate provided under sub-
section (c). 

‘‘(b) REFINANCING DIRECT LOANS.— 
‘‘(1) FEDERAL DIRECT LOANS.—Upon applica-

tion of a qualified borrower, the Secretary 
shall repay a Federal Direct Stafford Loan, a 
Federal Direct Unsubsidized Stafford Loan, a 
Federal Direct PLUS Loan, or a Federal Di-
rect Consolidation Loan of the qualified bor-
rower, for which the first disbursement was 
made, or the application for the consolida-
tion loan was received, before July 1, 2017, 
with the proceeds of a refinanced Federal Di-
rect Stafford Loan, a Federal Direct Unsub-
sidized Stafford Loan, a Federal Direct 
PLUS Loan, or a Federal Direct Consolida-
tion Loan, respectively, issued to the bor-
rower in an amount equal to the sum of the 
unpaid principal, accrued unpaid interest, 
and late charges of the original loan. 

‘‘(2) REFINANCING FFEL PROGRAM LOANS AS 
REFINANCED FEDERAL DIRECT LOANS.—Upon 
application of a qualified borrower for any 
loan that was made, insured, or guaranteed 
under part B and for which the first disburse-
ment was made, or the application for the 
consolidation loan was received, before July 
1, 2010, the Secretary shall make a loan 
under this part, in an amount equal to the 
sum of the unpaid principal, accrued unpaid 
interest, and late charges of the original 
loan to the borrower in accordance with the 
following: 

‘‘(A) The Secretary shall pay the proceeds 
of such loan to the eligible lender of the loan 
made, insured, or guaranteed under part B, 
in order to discharge the borrower from any 
remaining obligation to the lender with re-
spect to the original loan. 

‘‘(B) A loan made under this section that 
was— 

‘‘(i) a loan originally made, insured, or 
guaranteed under section 428 shall be a Fed-
eral Direct Stafford Loan; 

‘‘(ii) a loan originally made, insured, or 
guaranteed under section 428B shall be a 
Federal Direct PLUS Loan; 

‘‘(iii) a loan originally made, insured, or 
guaranteed under section 428H shall be a 
Federal Direct Unsubsidized Stafford Loan; 
and 

‘‘(iv) a loan originally made, insured, or 
guaranteed under section 428C shall be a Fed-
eral Direct Consolidation Loan. 

‘‘(C) The interest rate for each loan made 
by the Secretary under this paragraph shall 
be the rate provided under subsection (c). 

‘‘(c) INTEREST RATES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The interest rate for the 

refinanced Federal Direct Stafford Loans, 
Federal Direct Unsubsidized Stafford Loans, 
Federal Direct PLUS Loans, and Federal Di-
rect Consolidation Loans, shall be a rate 
equal to— 

‘‘(A) in any case where the original loan 
was a loan under section 428 or 428H, a Fed-
eral Direct Stafford loan or a Federal Direct 
Unsubsidized Stafford Loan, that was issued 
to an undergraduate student, a rate equal to 
the rate for Federal Direct Stafford Loans 
and Federal Direct Unsubsidized Stafford 
Loans issued to undergraduate students for 
the 12-month period beginning on July 1, 
2016, and ending on June 30, 2017; 

‘‘(B) in any case where the original loan 
was a loan under section 428 or 428H, a Fed-
eral Direct Stafford Loan or a Federal Direct 
Unsubsidized Stafford Loan, that was issued 
to a graduate or professional student, a rate 
equal to the rate for Federal Direct Unsub-
sidized Stafford Loans issued to graduate or 

professional students for the 12-month period 
beginning on July 1, 2016, and ending on June 
30, 2017; 

‘‘(C) in any case where the original loan 
was a loan under section 428B or a Federal 
Direct PLUS Loan, a rate equal to the rate 
for Federal Direct PLUS Loans for the 12- 
month period beginning on July 1, 2016, and 
ending on June 30, 2017; and 

‘‘(D) in any case where the original loan 
was a loan under section 428C or a Federal 
Direct Consolidation Loan, a rate calculated 
in accordance with paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) INTEREST RATES FOR CONSOLIDATION 
LOANS.— 

‘‘(A) METHOD OF CALCULATION.—In order to 
determine the interest rate for any refi-
nanced Federal Direct Consolidation Loan 
under paragraph (1)(D), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) determine each of the component loans 
that were originally consolidated in the loan 
under section 428C or the Federal Direct Con-
solidation Loan, and calculate the propor-
tion of the unpaid principal balance of the 
loan under section 428C or the Federal Direct 
Consolidation Loan that each component 
loan represents; 

‘‘(ii) use the proportions determined in ac-
cordance with clause (i) and the interest rate 
applicable for each component loan, as deter-
mined under subparagraph (B), to calculate 
the weighted average of the interest rates on 
the loans consolidated into the loan under 
section 428C or the Federal Direct Consolida-
tion Loan; and 

‘‘(iii) apply the weighted average cal-
culated under clause (ii) as the interest rate 
for the refinanced Federal Direct Consolida-
tion Loan. 

‘‘(B) INTEREST RATES FOR COMPONENT 
LOANS.—The interest rates for the compo-
nent loans of a loan made under section 428C 
or a Federal Direct Consolidation Loan shall 
be the following: 

‘‘(i) The interest rate for any loan under 
section 428 or 428H, Federal Direct Stafford 
Loan or Federal Direct Unsubsidized Staf-
ford Loan issued to an undergraduate stu-
dent shall be a rate equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(I) the rate for Federal Direct Stafford 
Loans and Federal Direct Unsubsidized Staf-
ford Loans issued to undergraduate students 
for the 12-month period beginning on July 1, 
2016, and ending on June 30, 2017; or 

‘‘(II) the original interest rate of the com-
ponent loan. 

‘‘(ii) The interest rate for any loan under 
section 428 or 428H, Federal Direct Stafford 
Loan or Federal Direct Unsubsidized Staf-
ford Loan issued to a graduate or profes-
sional student shall be a rate equal to the 
lesser of— 

‘‘(I) the rate for Federal Direct Unsub-
sidized Stafford Loans issued to graduate or 
professional students for the 12-month period 
beginning on July 1, 2016, and ending on June 
30, 2017; or 

‘‘(II) the original interest rate of the com-
ponent loan. 

‘‘(iii) The interest rate for any loan under 
section 428B or Federal Direct PLUS Loan 
shall be a rate equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(I) the rate for Federal Direct PLUS 
Loans for the 12-month period beginning on 
July 1, 2016, and ending on June 30, 2017; or 

‘‘(II) the original interest rate of the com-
ponent loan. 

‘‘(iv) The interest rate for any component 
loan that is a loan under section 428C or a 
Federal Direct Consolidation Loan shall be 
the weighted average of the interest rates 
that would apply under this subparagraph 
for each loan comprising the component con-
solidation loan. 

‘‘(v) The interest rate for any eligible loan 
that is a component of a loan made under 
section 428C or a Federal Direct Consolida-
tion Loan and is not described in clauses (i) 
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through (iv) shall be the interest rate on the 
original component loan. 

‘‘(3) FIXED RATE.—The applicable rate of in-
terest determined under paragraph (1) for a 
refinanced loan under this section shall be 
fixed for the period of the loan. 

‘‘(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF LOANS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A loan that is refinanced 

under this section shall have the same terms 
and conditions as the original loan, except as 
otherwise provided in this section. 

‘‘(2) NO AUTOMATIC EXTENSION OF REPAY-
MENT PERIOD.—Refinancing a loan under this 
section shall not result in the extension of 
the duration of the repayment period of the 
loan, and the borrower shall retain the same 
repayment term that was in effect on the 
original loan. Nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed to prevent a borrower 
from electing a different repayment plan at 
any time in accordance with section 
455(d)(3). 

‘‘(e) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED BORROWER.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the term ‘qualified borrower’ means a 
borrower— 

‘‘(A) of a loan under this part or part B for 
which the first disbursement was made, or 
the application for a consolidation loan was 
received, before July 1, 2017; and 

‘‘(B) who meets the eligibility require-
ments based on income or debt-to-income 
ratio established by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) INCOME REQUIREMENTS.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of the 
Bank on Students Loan Refinancing Act of 
2017, the Secretary shall establish eligibility 
requirements based on income or debt-to-in-
come ratio that take into consideration pro-
viding access to refinancing under this sec-
tion for borrowers with the greatest finan-
cial need. 

‘‘(f) NOTIFICATION TO BORROWERS.—The Sec-
retary, in coordination with the Director of 
the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion, shall undertake a campaign to alert 
borrowers of loans that are eligible for refi-
nancing under this section that the bor-
rowers are eligible to apply for such refi-
nancing. The campaign shall include the fol-
lowing activities: 

‘‘(1) Developing consumer information ma-
terials about the availability of Federal stu-
dent loan refinancing. 

‘‘(2) Requiring servicers of loans under this 
part or part B to provide such consumer in-
formation to borrowers in a manner deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Director of the Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection. 
‘‘SEC. 460B. FEDERAL DIRECT REFINANCED PRI-

VATE LOAN PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE PRIVATE EDUCATION LOAN.— 

The term ‘eligible private education loan’ 
means a private education loan, as defined in 
section 140(a) of the Truth in Lending Act (15 
U.S.C. 1650(a)), that— 

‘‘(A) was disbursed to the borrower before 
July 1, 2017; and 

‘‘(B) was for the borrower’s own postsec-
ondary educational expenses for an eligible 
program at an institution of higher edu-
cation participating in the loan program 
under this part, as of the date that the loan 
was disbursed. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL DIRECT REFINANCED PRIVATE 
LOAN.—The term ‘Federal Direct Refinanced 
Private Loan’ means a loan issued under sub-
section (b)(1). 

‘‘(3) PRIVATE EDUCATIONAL LENDER.—The 
term ‘private educational lender’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 140(a) of 
the Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1650(a)). 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED BORROWER.—The term 
‘qualified borrower’ means an individual 
who— 

‘‘(A) has an eligible private education loan; 

‘‘(B) has been current on payments on the 
eligible private education loan for the 6 
months prior to the date of the qualified bor-
rower’s application for refinancing under 
this section, and is in good standing on the 
loan at the time of such application; 

‘‘(C) is not in default on the eligible pri-
vate education loan or on any loan made, in-
sured, or guaranteed under this part or part 
B or E; and 

‘‘(D) meets the eligibility requirements de-
scribed in subsection (b)(2). 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, shall carry out a program under which 
the Secretary, upon application by a quali-
fied borrower who has an eligible private 
education loan, shall issue such borrower a 
loan under this part in accordance with the 
following: 

‘‘(A) The loan issued under this program 
shall be in an amount equal to the sum of 
the unpaid principal, accrued unpaid inter-
est, and late charges of the private education 
loan. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall pay the proceeds 
of the loan issued under this program to the 
private educational lender of the private 
education loan, in order to discharge the 
qualified borrower from any remaining obli-
gation to the lender with respect to the 
original loan. 

‘‘(C) The Secretary shall require that the 
qualified borrower undergo loan counseling 
that provides all of the information and 
counseling required under clauses (i) through 
(viii) of section 485(b)(1)(A) before the loan is 
refinanced in accordance with this section, 
and before the proceeds of such loan are paid 
to the private educational lender. 

‘‘(D) The Secretary shall issue the loan as 
a Federal Direct Refinanced Private Loan, 
which shall have the same terms, conditions, 
and benefits as a Federal Direct Unsub-
sidized Stafford Loan, except as otherwise 
provided in this section. 

‘‘(2) BORROWER ELIGIBILITY.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of the 
Bank on Students Loan Refinancing Act of 
2017, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Director 
of the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion, shall establish eligibility require-
ments— 

‘‘(A) based on income or debt-to-income 
ratio that take into consideration providing 
access to refinancing under this section for 
borrowers with the greatest financial need; 

‘‘(B) to ensure eligibility only for bor-
rowers in good standing; 

‘‘(C) to minimize inequities between Fed-
eral Direct Refinanced Private Loans and 
other Federal student loans; 

‘‘(D) to preclude windfall profits for private 
educational lenders; and 

‘‘(E) to ensure full access to the program 
authorized in this subsection for borrowers 
with private loans who otherwise meet the 
criteria established in accordance with sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B). 

‘‘(c) INTEREST RATE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The interest rate for a 

Federal Direct Refinanced Private Loan is— 
‘‘(A) in the case of a Federal Direct Refi-

nanced Private Loan for a private education 
loan originally issued for undergraduate 
postsecondary educational expenses, a rate 
equal to the rate for Federal Direct Stafford 
Loans and Federal Direct Unsubsidized Staf-
ford Loans issued to undergraduate students 
for the 12-month period beginning on July 1, 
2016, and ending on June 30, 2017; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a Federal Direct Refi-
nanced Private Loan for a private education 
loan originally issued for graduate or profes-
sional degree postsecondary educational ex-
penses, a rate equal to the rate for Federal 

Direct Unsubsidized Stafford Loans issued to 
graduate or professional students for the 12- 
month period beginning on July 1, 2016, and 
ending on June 30, 2017. 

‘‘(2) COMBINED UNDERGRADUATE AND GRAD-
UATE STUDY LOANS.—If a Federal Direct Refi-
nanced Private Loan is for a private edu-
cation loan originally issued for both under-
graduate and graduate or professional post-
secondary educational expenses, the interest 
rate shall be a rate equal to the rate for Fed-
eral Direct PLUS Loans for the 12-month pe-
riod beginning on July 1, 2016, and ending on 
June 30, 2017. 

‘‘(3) FIXED RATE.—The applicable rate of in-
terest determined under this subsection for a 
Federal Direct Refinanced Private Loan 
shall be fixed for the period of the loan. 

‘‘(d) NO INCLUSION IN AGGREGATE LIMITS.— 
The amount of a Federal Direct Refinanced 
Private Loan or a Federal Direct Consoli-
dated Loan to the extent such loan was used 
to repay a Federal Direct Refinanced Private 
Loan, shall not be included in calculating a 
borrower’s annual or aggregate loan limits 
under section 428 or 428H. 

‘‘(e) NO ELIGIBILITY FOR SERVICE-RELATED 
REPAYMENT.—Notwithstanding sections 
428K(a)(2)(A), 428L(b)(2), 455(m)(3)(A), and 
460(b), a Federal Direct Refinanced Private 
Loan, or any Federal Direct Consolidation 
Loan to the extent such loan was used to 
repay a Federal Direct Refinanced Private 
Loan, shall not be eligible for any loan re-
payment or loan forgiveness program under 
section 428K, 428L, or 460 or for the repay-
ment plan for public service employees under 
section 455(m). 

‘‘(f) PRIVATE EDUCATIONAL LENDER REPORT-
ING REQUIREMENT.— 

‘‘(1) REPORTING REQUIRED.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of the 
Bank on Students Loan Refinancing Act of 
2017, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Director 
of the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion, shall establish a requirement that pri-
vate educational lenders report the data de-
scribed in paragraph (2) to the Secretary, to 
Congress, to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and to the Director of the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, in order to 
allow for an assessment of the private edu-
cation loan market. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS OF REPORTING.—The data 
that private educational lenders shall report 
in accordance with paragraph (1) shall in-
clude each of the following about private 
education loans (as defined in section 140(a) 
of the Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 
1650(a))): 

‘‘(A) The total amount of private education 
loan debt the lender holds. 

‘‘(B) The total number of private education 
loan borrowers the lender serves. 

‘‘(C) The average interest rate on the out-
standing private education loan debt held by 
the lender. 

‘‘(D) The proportion of private education 
loan borrowers who are in default on a loan 
held by the lender. 

‘‘(E) The proportion of the outstanding pri-
vate education loan volume held by the lend-
er that is in default. 

‘‘(F) The proportions of outstanding pri-
vate education loan borrowers who are 30, 60, 
and 90 days delinquent. 

‘‘(G) The proportions of outstanding pri-
vate education loan volume that is 30, 60, 
and 90 days delinquent. 

‘‘(g) NOTIFICATION TO BORROWERS.—The 
Secretary, in coordination with the Sec-
retary of the Treasury and the Director of 
the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion, shall undertake a campaign to alert 
borrowers about the availability of private 
student loan refinancing under this sec-
tion.’’. 
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(c) AMENDMENTS TO PUBLIC SERVICE REPAY-

MENT PLAN PROVISIONS.—Section 455(m) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087e(m)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULES FOR SECTION 460A 
LOANS.— 

‘‘(A) REFINANCED FEDERAL DIRECT LOANS.— 
Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in deter-
mining the number of monthly payments 
that meet the requirements of such para-
graph for an eligible Federal Direct Loan re-
financed under section 460A that was origi-
nally a loan under this part, the Secretary 
shall include all monthly payments made on 
the original loan that meet the requirements 
of such paragraph. 

‘‘(B) REFINANCED FFEL LOANS.—In the case 
of an eligible Federal Direct Loan refinanced 
under section 460A that was originally a loan 
under part B, only monthly payments made 
after the date on which the loan was refi-
nanced may be included for purposes of para-
graph (1).’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(A) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by inserting ‘‘(including any 
Federal Direct Stafford Loan, Federal Direct 
PLUS Loan, Federal Direct Unsubsidized 
Stafford Loan, or Federal Direct Consolida-
tion Loan refinanced under section 460A)’’ 
before the period at the end. 

(d) INCOME-BASED REPAYMENT.—Section 
493C of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1098e) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULE FOR REFINANCED 
LOANS.— 

‘‘(1) REFINANCED FEDERAL DIRECT AND FFEL 
LOANS.—In calculating the period of time 
during which a borrower of a loan that is re-
financed under section 460A has made 
monthly payments for purposes of subsection 
(b)(7), the Secretary shall deem the period to 
include all monthly payments made for the 
original loan, and all monthly payments 
made for the refinanced loan, that otherwise 
meet the requirements of this section. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL DIRECT REFINANCED PRIVATE 
LOANS.—In calculating the period of time 
during which a borrower of a Federal Direct 
Refinanced Private Loan under section 460B 
has made monthly payments for purposes of 
subsection (b)(7), the Secretary shall include 
only payments— 

‘‘(A) that are made after the date of the 
issuance of the Federal Direct Refinanced 
Private Loan; and 

‘‘(B) that otherwise meet the requirements 
of this section.’’. 

SA 1800. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

Subtitle F—Rebuild America Now 
SEC. 16001. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Rebuild 
America Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 16002. REPEAL OF INCREASED ESTATE AND 

GIFT TAX EXEMPTION AND REDUC-
TION IN CORPORATE TAX RATE. 

The amendments made by sections 11061, 
13001, and 13002 of this Act are repealed and 
shall be applied as if they had never taken 
effect. 

SEC. 16003. NON-FEDERAL COST SHARE OF AF-
FECTED PROGRAMS. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law (including regulations), the non-Federal 
share of the cost of any activity carried out 
using funds provided by this subtitle or an 
amendment made by this subtitle shall be an 
amount equal to the product obtained by 
multiplying— 

(1) the non-Federal cost share of the activ-
ity, as in effect on the day before the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) 0.5. 
PART I—INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAMS 

SEC. 16011. TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE. 
(a) HIGHWAY TRUST FUND.—Out of funds of 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in 
addition to any other funds made available 
for the Highway Trust Fund, there is appro-
priated $75,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2018 through 2025 to the Highway Trust Fund 
to improve roads, bridges, and other trans-
portation infrastructure in the United 
States. 

(b) INTERCITY PASSENGER AND HIGH-SPEED 
RAIL SERVICE.—Out of funds of the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, there is appro-
priated $15,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2018 through 2022 to the Secretary of Trans-
portation— 

(1) to make quarterly grants to the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation for 
the operation of intercity passenger rail, as 
authorized by section 101 of the Passenger 
Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 
2008 (division B of Public Law 110–432; 122 
Stat. 4908); 

(2) to make discretionary grants to States 
to pay the cost of projects described in sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) of section 24401(2) of 
title 49, United States Code, subject to the 
condition that the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall give priority to projects that 
support the development of intercity high- 
speed rail service; and 

(3) to carry out section 5309 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

(c) TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE FI-
NANCE AND INNOVATION.—Out of funds of the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, there 
is appropriated $2,000,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2018 through 2022 to provide credit as-
sistance for surface transportation projects 
of national and regional significance in ac-
cordance with chapter 6 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

(d) AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT.—Out of funds of 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
there is appropriated $2,500,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2018 through 2022 to implement 
airport improvement and noise compat-
ibility projects at public-use airports in ac-
cordance with subchapter I of chapter 471 of 
title 49, United States Code. 

(e) NEXT GENERATION AIR TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM.—Out of funds of the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, there is appropriated 
$3,500,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2022 to the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System Joint Planning and 
Development Office of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to accelerate deployment of 
satellite technology to improve airport safe-
ty and capacity. 

(f) NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST-
MENTS.—Out of funds of the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, there is appropriated 
$5,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2022 for the discretionary grant pro-
gram under title I of division K of the Con-
solidated and Further Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2015 (Public Law 113–235) (com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘TIGER Discre-
tionary Grant Program’’), subject to the con-
dition that, for projects carried out under 
that program that are located in rural areas, 
the Secretary of Transportation may in-

crease the Federal share of the costs of the 
project to 100 percent. 
SEC. 16012. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) STATE WATER POLLUTION CONTROL RE-
VOLVING FUNDS.—Out of funds of the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, there is ap-
propriated $6,000,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2018 through 2022 to the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
make capitalization grants to States for the 
purpose of establishing water pollution con-
trol revolving funds under title VI of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

(b) STATE DRINKING WATER TREATMENT RE-
VOLVING LOAN FUNDS.—Out of funds of the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, there 
is appropriated $6,000,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2018 through 2022 to the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
make capitalization grants to States for the 
purpose of establishing drinking water treat-
ment revolving loan funds under section 
1452(a) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j–12(a)). 

(c) WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE AND 
INNOVATION.—Out of funds of the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, in addition to 
the amounts made available under section 
5033(a) of the Water Infrastructure Finance 
and Innovation Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3912(a)), 
there is appropriated $2,000,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2018 through 2022 the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to provide long-term, low-interest 
loans for large water infrastructure projects 
that are not eligible for funding from a State 
revolving loan fund, in accordance with the 
Water Infrastructure Finance and Innova-
tion Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.). 

(d) NON-FEDERAL DAMS AND LEVEES.—Out 
of funds of the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, there is appropriated $2,000,000,000 to 
the Director of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency to carry out the predisaster 
hazard mitigation program under section 203 
of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5133) 
for each of fiscal years 2018 through 2022 for— 

(1) minor localized flood reduction 
projects; and 

(2) major flood risk reduction projects. 
(e) INLAND WATERWAYS.—Out of funds of 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
there is appropriated $1,500,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2018 through 2022 to the Con-
struction Account of the Corps of Engineers 
for the construction, replacement, rehabili-
tation, and expansion of inland waterways 
projects to improve the movement and trans-
port of goods, subject to the condition that, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
none of the amounts provided by this sub-
section may be cost-shared with any 
amounts from the Inland Waterways Trust 
Fund established by section 9506(a) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(f) HARBOR MAINTENANCE.—Out of funds of 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
there is appropriated $1,500,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2018 through 2022 to the Oper-
ation and Maintenance Account of the Corps 
of Engineers for the eligible operations and 
maintenance costs of all coastal harbors and 
channels and for inland harbors to improve 
the movement of goods through marine ports 
in the United States. 

(g) DAMS AND LEVEES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

out of funds of the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, there is appropriated 
$10,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2022 to the Construction Account of 
the Corps of Engineers for the following ac-
tivities: 

(A) Activities falling within Dam Safety 
and Levee Safety Action Classifications 1, 2, 
and 3. 
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(B) Activities authorized by subtitle B of 

title III of the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (Public Law 113–121; 
128 Stat. 1284) (including the amendments 
made by that subtitle). 

(C) Assistance for flood damage reduction 
activities authorized by the Water Infra-
structure Finance and Innovation Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary of the 
Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers— 

(A) may use the funds appropriated pursu-
ant to this subsection to carry out author-
ized flood damage reduction and coastal 
storm damage reduction activities, including 
the activities authorized by— 

(i) section 1001 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2007 (Public Law 110–114; 
121 Stat. 1049); and 

(ii) section 7002 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113–121; 128 Stat. 1364); and 

(B) shall have unlimited reprogramming 
authority with respect to those funds. 
SEC. 16013. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE. 

Out of funds of the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, there is appropriated 
$3,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2022 for— 

(1) expenses necessary for the manage-
ment, operation, and maintenance of areas 
and facilities administered by the National 
Park Service; and 

(2) the general administration of the Na-
tional Park Service. 
SEC. 16014. MISCELLANEOUS INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) BROADBAND INITIATIVES PROGRAM.—Out 
of funds of the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, there is appropriated $2,500,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2018 through 2022 for 
the broadband initiatives program estab-
lished under title VI of the Rural Electrifica-
tion Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb et seq.) to ex-
pand the access and quality of broadband 
service across the rural United States. 

(b) BROADBAND TECHNOLOGY OPPORTUNITIES 
PROGRAM.—Out of funds of the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, there is appropriated 
$2,500,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 
through 2022 to the Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Communications and Informa-
tion to make grants for purposes of the 
Broadband Technology Opportunities Pro-
gram established under section 6001(a) of the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009 (47 U.S.C. 1305(a)), including providing 
access and improving broadband service to 
underserved areas of the United States. 

(c) ELECTRIC GRID.—Out of funds of the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, there 
is appropriated $10,000,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2018 through 2022 to the Secretary 
of Energy for expenses necessary for— 

(1) electricity delivery and energy reli-
ability activities to modernize the electric 
grid, including activities relating to— 

(A) demand responsive equipment; 
(B) enhanced security and reliability of the 

energy infrastructure; 
(C) energy storage research, development, 

demonstration, and deployment; and 
(D) facilitating recovery from disruptions 

to the energy supply; and 
(2) implementation of the programs au-

thorized under title XIII of the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 
17381 et seq.). 
SEC. 16015. MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING; ADMIN-

ISTRATIVE EXPENSES. 
(a) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—The funding 

provided to any program or account under 
this part shall supplement (and not supplant) 
any funding provided for that program or ac-
count under any other provision of law. 

(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law (includ-

ing regulations), a Federal department or 
agency that receives funds pursuant to this 
subtitle may use not more than 5 percent of 
the funds for administrative expenses. 

PART II—NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE 
BANK 

SEC. 16021. DEFINITIONS. 
For purposes of this part, the following 

definitions shall apply, unless the context re-
quires otherwise: 

(1) BANK.—The term ‘‘Bank’’ means the Na-
tional Infrastructure Development Bank es-
tablished under section 16022(a). 

(2) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’’ means the 
National Infrastructure Development Bank 
Board. 

(3) CHIEF ASSET AND LIABILITY MANAGEMENT 
OFFICER.—The term ‘‘chief asset and liability 
management officer’’ means the chief indi-
vidual responsible for coordinating the man-
agement of assets and liabilities of the Bank. 

(4) CHIEF COMPLIANCE OFFICER; CCO.—The 
term ‘‘chief compliance officer’’ or ‘‘CCO’’ 
means the chief individual responsible for 
overseeing and managing the compliance and 
regulatory affairs issues of the Bank. 

(5) CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER; CFO.—The 
term ‘‘chief financial officer’’ or ‘‘CFO’’ 
means the chief individual responsible for 
managing the financial risks, planning, and 
reporting of the Bank. 

(6) CHIEF LOAN ORIGINATION OFFICER.—The 
term ‘‘chief loan origination officer’’ means 
the chief individual responsible for the proc-
essing of new loans provided by the Bank. 

(7) CHIEF OPERATIONS OFFICER; COO.—The 
term ‘‘chief operations officer’’ or ‘‘COO’’ 
means the chief individual responsible for in-
formation technology and the day-to-day op-
erations of the Bank. 

(8) CHIEF RISK OFFICER; CRO.—The term 
‘‘chief risk officer’’ or ‘‘CRO’’ means the 
chief individual responsible for managing 
operational and compliance-related risks of 
the Bank. 

(9) CHIEF TREASURY OFFICER.—The term 
‘‘chief treasury officer’’ means the chief indi-
vidual responsible for managing the Bank’s 
treasury operations. 

(10) DEVELOP; DEVELOPMENT.—The terms 
‘‘develop’’ and ‘‘development’’ mean, with re-
spect to an infrastructure project, any— 

(A) preconstruction planning, feasibility 
review, permitting, design work, and other 
preconstruction activities; and 

(B) construction, reconstruction, rehabili-
tation, replacement, or expansion. 

(11) DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘‘disadvantaged community’’ means a com-
munity with a median household income of 
less than 80 percent of the statewide median 
household income for the State in which the 
community is located. 

(12) ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT.— 
The term ‘‘energy infrastructure project’’ 
means any project for energy transmission, 
energy efficiency enhancement for buildings, 
public housing and federally assisted multi-
family housing, and schools, renewable en-
ergy, and energy storage. 

(13) ENTITY.—The term ‘‘entity’’ means an 
individual, corporation, partnership (includ-
ing a public-private partnership), joint ven-
ture, trust, and a State or other govern-
mental entity, including a political subdivi-
sion or any other instrumentality of a State 
or a revolving fund. 

(14) ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROJECT.—The term ‘‘environmental infra-
structure project’’ means any project for the 
establishment, maintenance, or enhance-
ment of any drinking water and wastewater 
treatment facility, storm water management 
system, dam, levee, open space management 
system, solid waste disposal facility, haz-
ardous waste facility, industrial site clean-
up, or redevelopment of a brownfield site (as 

defined in section 101 of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601)). 

(15) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘exec-
utive director’’ means the individual serving 
as the chief executive officer of the Bank. 

(16) GENERAL COUNSEL.—The term ‘‘general 
counsel’’ means the individual who serves as 
the chief lawyer for the Bank. 

(17) INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT.—The term 
‘‘infrastructure project’’ means any energy, 
environmental, telecommunications, data, 
or transportation infrastructure project. 

(18) PUBLIC BENEFIT BOND.—The term ‘‘pub-
lic benefit bond’’ means a bond issued with 
respect to an infrastructure project in ac-
cordance with this part if— 

(A) the net spendable proceeds from the 
sale of the issue may be used for expendi-
tures incurred after the date of issuance with 
respect to the project, subject to the rules of 
the Bank; 

(B) the bond issued by the Bank is in reg-
istered form and meets the requirements of 
this part and otherwise applicable law; 

(C) the term of each bond which is part of 
the issue is greater than 30 years; and 

(D) the payment of principal with respect 
to the bond is the obligation of the Bank. 

(19) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP.—The 
term ‘‘public-private partnership’’ means 
any entity— 

(A)(i) which is undertaking the develop-
ment of all or part of an infrastructure 
project, which will have a public benefit, 
pursuant to requirements established in one 
or more contracts between the entity and a 
State or an instrumentality of a State; or 

(ii) the activities of which, with respect to 
such an infrastructure project, are subject to 
regulation by a State or any instrumentality 
of a State; and 

(B) which owns, leases, or operates, or will 
own, lease, or operate, the project in whole 
or in part, and at least one of the partici-
pants in the entity is a nongovernmental en-
tity. 

(20) REVOLVING FUND.—The term ‘‘revolv-
ing fund’’ means a fund or program estab-
lished by a State or a political subdivision or 
other instrumentality of a State, the prin-
cipal activity of which is to make loans, 
commitments, or other financial accommo-
dation available for the development of one 
or more categories of infrastructure projects. 

(21) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Treasury (or a 
designee). 

(22) SMART GRID.—The term ‘‘smart grid’’ 
means a system that provides for any of the 
smart grid functions set forth in section 
1306(d) of the Energy Independence and Secu-
rity Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17386(d)). 

(23) SMART GROWTH.—The term ‘‘smart 
growth’’ means development that avoids 
sprawl, including any activity— 

(A) relating to policy analysis (such as re-
viewing State and local codes, school siting 
guidelines, and transportation policies) or a 
public participatory process (such as 
visioning, design workshops, alternative 
analysis, and build-out analysis); and 

(B) activities similar to those carried out 
pursuant to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development-Department of Trans-
portation-Environmental Protection Agency 
Partnership for Sustainable Communities. 

(24) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ includes the 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, 
American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and any other territory of the United 
States. 

(25) TELECOMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘telecommuni-
cations infrastructure project’’ means any 
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project involving infrastructure required to 
provide information by wire or radio. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘telecommuni-
cations infrastructure project’’ includes— 

(i) a project carried out by a State, county, 
or municipal agency; 

(ii) a community-owned project; and 
(iii) any other project administered by a 

public provider. 
(26) TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

PROJECT.—The term ‘‘transportation infra-
structure project’’ means any project for the 
construction, maintenance, or enhancement 
of highways, roads, bridges, transit and 
intermodal systems, inland waterways, com-
mercial ports, airports, intercity bus, high- 
speed rail, and freight rail systems. 
SEC. 16022. ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL IN-

FRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT 
BANK. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL INFRA-
STRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT BANK.—The Na-
tional Infrastructure Development Bank is 
established as a wholly owned Government 
corporation subject to chapter 91 of title 31, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
‘‘Government Corporation Control Act’’), ex-
cept as otherwise provided in this part. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SECRETARY.— 
The Secretary shall take such action as may 
be necessary to assist in implementing the 
establishment of the Bank in accordance 
with this part. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
9101(3) of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after subparagraph (N) 
the following: 

‘‘(O) the National Infrastructure Develop-
ment Bank.’’. 
SEC. 16023. BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Bank shall have a 
Board of Directors consisting of 5 members 
appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

(b) QUALIFICATIONS.—The directors of the 
Board shall include individuals representing 
different regions of the United States and— 

(1) 2 of the directors shall have public sec-
tor experience; and 

(2) 3 of the directors shall have private sec-
tor experience. 

(c) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
As designated at the time of appointment, 
one of the directors of the Board shall be des-
ignated chairperson of the Board by the 
President and one shall be designated as vice 
chairperson of the Board by the President. 

(d) TERMS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2) and subsection (f), each direc-
tor shall be appointed for a term of 6 years. 

(2) INITIAL STAGGERED TERMS.—Of the ini-
tial members of the Board— 

(A) the chairperson and vice chairperson 
shall be appointed for terms of 6 years; 

(B) 1 shall be appointed for a term of 5 
years; 

(C) 1 shall be appointed for a term of 4 
years; and 

(D) 1 shall be appointed for a term of 3 
years. 

(e) DATE OF INITIAL NOMINATIONS.—The ini-
tial nominations by the President for ap-
pointment of directors to the Board shall be 
made not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(f) VACANCIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A vacancy on the Board 

shall be filled in the manner in which the 
original appointment was made. 

(2) APPOINTMENT TO REPLACE DURING 
TERM.—Any director appointed to fill a va-
cancy occurring before the expiration of the 
term for which the director’s predecessor 
was appointed shall be appointed only for the 
remainder of the term. 

(3) DURATION.—A director may serve after 
the expiration of that director’s term until a 
successor has taken office. 

(g) QUORUM.—Three directors shall con-
stitute a quorum. 

(h) REAPPOINTMENT.—A director of the 
Board appointed by the President may be re-
appointed by the President in accordance 
with this section. 

(i) PER DIEM REIMBURSEMENT.—Directors 
of the Board shall serve on a part-time basis 
and shall receive a per diem when engaged in 
the actual performance of Bank business, 
plus reasonable reimbursement for travel, 
subsistence, and other necessary expenses in-
curred in the performance of their duties. 

(j) LIMITATIONS.—A director of the Board 
may not participate in any review or deci-
sion affecting a project under consideration 
for assistance under this part if the director 
has or is affiliated with a person who has an 
interest in such project. 

(k) POWERS AND LIMITATIONS OF THE 
BOARD.— 

(1) POWERS.—In order to carry out the pur-
poses of the Bank as set forth in this part, 
the Board shall be responsible for monitoring 
and overseeing infrastructure projects and 
have the following powers: 

(A) To make senior and subordinated loans 
and purchase senior and subordinated debt 
securities and enter into a binding commit-
ment to make any such loan or purchase any 
such security, on such terms as the Board 
may determine, in the Board’s discretion, to 
be appropriate, the proceeds of which are to 
be used to finance or refinance the develop-
ment of one or more infrastructure projects. 

(B) To issue and sell debt securities of the 
Bank on such terms as the Board shall deter-
mine from time to time. 

(C) To issue public benefit bonds and to 
provide direct subsidies to infrastructure 
projects from amounts made available from 
the issuance of such bonds. 

(D) To make loan guarantees. 
(E) To make agreements and contracts 

with any entity in furtherance of the busi-
ness of the Bank. 

(F) To borrow on the global capital market 
and lend to regional, State, and local enti-
ties, and commercial banks for the purpose 
of funding infrastructure projects. 

(G) To purchase, pool, and sell infrastruc-
ture-related loans and securities on the glob-
al capital market. 

(H) To purchase in the open market any of 
the Bank’s outstanding obligations at any 
time and at any price. 

(I) To monitor and oversee infrastructure 
projects financed, in whole or in part, by the 
Bank. 

(J) To acquire, lease, pledge, exchange, and 
dispose of real and personal property and 
otherwise exercise all the usual incidents of 
ownership of property to the extent the exer-
cise of such powers are appropriate to and 
consistent with the purposes of the Bank. 

(K) To sue and be sued in the Bank’s cor-
porate capacity in any court of competent 
jurisdiction, except that no attachment, in-
junction, or similar process, may be issued 
against the property of the Bank or against 
the Bank with respect to such property. 

(L) To indemnify the directors and officers 
of the Bank for liabilities arising out of the 
actions of the directors and officers in such 
capacity, in accordance with, and subject to 
the limitations contained in this part. 

(M) To serve as the primary liaison be-
tween the Bank, Congress, the executive 
branch, and State and local governments and 
to represent the Bank’s interests. 

(N) To exercise all other lawful powers 
which are necessary or appropriate to carry 
out, and are consistent with, the purposes of 
the Bank. 

(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
(A) ISSUANCE OF DEBT SECURITY.—The 

Board may not issue any debt security with-
out the prior consent of the Secretary. 

(B) ISSUANCE OF VOTING SECURITY.—The 
Board may not issue any voting security in 
the Bank to any entity other than the Sec-
retary. 

(C) EMPLOYEE PROTECTIONS.—Prior to pro-
viding any financial assistance for an infra-
structure project involving reconstruction, 
rehabilitation, replacement, or expansion 
that may affect current employees on the 
project site, the interests of those affected 
employees shall be protected in accordance 
with such arrangements as the Secretary of 
Labor determines to be fair and equitable. 

(3) ACTIONS CONSISTENT WITH SELF-SUP-
PORTING ENTITY STATUS.—The Board shall 
conduct its business in a manner consistent 
with the requirements of this section. 

(4) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The provision of fi-
nancial assistance by the Board pursuant to 
this part shall not be construed as— 

(A) limiting the right of any State or polit-
ical subdivision or other instrumentality of 
a State to approve or regulate rates of re-
turn on private equity invested in a project; 
or 

(B) otherwise superseding any State law or 
regulation applicable to a project. 

(5) FEDERAL PERSONNEL REQUESTS.—The 
Board shall have the power to request the de-
tail, on a reimbursable basis, of personnel 
from other Federal agencies with specific ex-
pertise not available from within the Bank 
or elsewhere. The head of any Federal agen-
cy may detail, on a reimbursable basis, any 
personnel of such agency requested by the 
Board and shall not withhold unreasonably 
the detail of any personnel requested by the 
Board. 

(l) MEETINGS.— 
(1) OPEN TO THE PUBLIC; NOTICE.—All meet-

ings of the Board held to conduct the busi-
ness of the Bank shall be open to the public 
and shall be preceded by reasonable notice. 

(2) INITIAL MEETING.—The Board shall meet 
not later than 90 days after the date on 
which all directors of the Board are first ap-
pointed and otherwise at the call of the 
Chairperson. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR CLOSED MEETINGS.—Pur-
suant to such rules as the Board may estab-
lish through their bylaws, the directors may 
close a meeting of the Board if, at the meet-
ing, there is likely to be disclosed informa-
tion which could adversely affect or lead to 
speculation relating to an infrastructure 
project under consideration for assistance 
under this part or in financial or securities 
or commodities markets or institutions, 
utilities, or real estate. The determination 
to close any meeting of the Board shall be 
made in a meeting of the Board, open to the 
public, and preceded by reasonable notice. 
The Board shall prepare minutes of any 
meeting which is closed to the public and 
make such minutes available as soon as the 
considerations necessitating closing such 
meeting no longer apply. 
SEC. 16024. EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall have an 
executive committee consisting of 9 mem-
bers, headed by the executive director of the 
Bank. 

(b) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—A majority of 
the Board shall have the authority to ap-
point and reappoint the executive director. 

(c) CEO.—The executive director shall be 
the chief executive officer of the Bank, with 
such executive functions, powers, and duties 
as may be prescribed by this part, the bylaws 
of the Bank, or the Board. 

(d) OTHER EXECUTIVE OFFICERS.—The Board 
shall appoint, remove, fix the compensation, 
and define duties of 8 other executive officers 
to serve on the executive committee as the— 

(1) chief compliance officer; 
(2) chief financial officer; 
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(3) chief asset and liability management 

officer; 
(4) chief loan origination officer; 
(5) chief operations officer; 
(6) chief risk officer; 
(7) chief treasury officer; and 
(8) general counsel. 
(e) QUALIFICATIONS.—The executive direc-

tor and other executive officers shall have 
demonstrated experience and expertise in 
one or more of the following: 

(1) Transportation infrastructure. 
(2) Environmental infrastructure. 
(3) Energy infrastructure. 
(4) Telecommunications infrastructure. 
(5) Economic development. 
(6) Workforce development. 
(7) Public health. 
(8) Private or public finance. 
(f) DUTIES.—In order to carry out the pur-

poses of the Bank as set forth in this part, 
the executive committee shall— 

(1) establish disclosure and application 
procedures for entities nominating projects 
for assistance under this part; 

(2) accept, for consideration, project pro-
posals relating to the development of infra-
structure projects, which meet the basic cri-
teria established by the Board, and which are 
submitted by an entity; 

(3) provide recommendations to the Board 
and place project proposals accepted by the 
executive committee on a list for consider-
ation for financial assistance from the 
Board; and 

(4) provide technical assistance to entities 
receiving financing from the Bank and other-
wise implement decisions of the Board. 

(g) VACANCY.—A vacancy in the position of 
executive director shall be filled in the man-
ner in which the original appointment was 
made. 

(h) COMPENSATION.—The compensation of 
the executive director and other executive 
officers of the executive committee shall be 
determined by the Board. 

(i) REMOVAL.—The executive director and 
other executive officers may be removed at 
the discretion of a majority of the Board. 

(j) TERM.—The executive director and 
other executive officers shall serve a 6-year 
term and may be reappointed in accordance 
with this section. 

(k) LIMITATIONS.—The executive director 
and other executive officers shall not— 

(1) hold any other public office; 
(2) have any interest in an infrastructure 

project considered by the Board; 
(3) have any interest in an investment in-

stitution, commercial bank, or other entity 
seeking financial assistance for any infra-
structure project from the Bank; and 

(4) have any such interest during the 2- 
year period beginning on the date such offi-
cer ceases to serve in such capacity. 
SEC. 16025. RISK MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF RISK MANAGEMENT 
COMMITTEE.—The Bank shall establish a risk 
management committee consisting of 5 
members, headed by the chief risk officer. 

(b) APPOINTMENTS.—A majority of the 
Board shall have the authority to appoint 
and reappoint the CRO of the Bank. 

(c) FUNCTIONS; DUTIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The CRO shall have such 

functions, powers, and duties as may be pre-
scribed by one or more of the following: this 
part, the bylaws of the Bank, and the Board. 
The CRO shall report directly to the Board. 

(2) RISK MANAGEMENT DUTIES.—In order to 
carry out the purposes of this part, the risk 
management committee shall— 

(A) create financial, credit, and oper-
ational risk management guidelines and 
policies to be adhered to by the Bank; 

(B) set guidelines to ensure diversification 
of lending activities by both region and in-
frastructure project type; 

(C) create conforming standards for infra-
structure finance securities; 

(D) monitor financial, credit and oper-
ational exposure of the Bank; and 

(E) provide financial recommendations to 
the Board. 

(d) OTHER RISK MANAGEMENT OFFICERS.— 
The Board shall appoint, remove, fix the 
compensation, and define the duties of 4 
other risk management officers to serve on 
the risk management committee. 

(e) QUALIFICATIONS.—The CRO and other 
risk management officers shall have dem-
onstrated experience and expertise in one or 
more of the following: 

(1) Treasury and asset and liability man-
agement. 

(2) Investment regulations. 
(3) Insurance. 
(4) Credit risk management and credit 

evaluations. 
(5) Related disciplines. 
(f) VACANCY.—A vacancy in the position of 

CRO or any other risk management officer 
shall be filled in the manner in which the 
original appointment was made. 

(g) COMPENSATION.—The compensation of 
the CRO and other risk management officers 
shall be determined by the Board. 

(h) REMOVAL.—The CRO and any other risk 
management officers may be removed at the 
discretion of a majority of the Board. 

(i) TERM.—The CRO and other risk man-
agement officers shall serve a 6-year term 
and may be reappointed in accordance with 
this section. 

(j) LIMITATIONS.—The CRO and other risk 
management officers shall not— 

(1) hold any other public office; 
(2) have any interest in an infrastructure 

project considered by the Board; 
(3) have any interest in an investment in-

stitution, commercial bank, or other entity 
seeking financial assistance for any infra-
structure project from the Bank; and 

(4) have any such interest during the 2- 
year period beginning on the date such offi-
cer ceases to serve in such capacity. 
SEC. 16026. AUDIT COMMITTEE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Bank shall have an 
audit committee consisting of 5 members, 
headed by the chief compliance officer of the 
Bank. 

(b) APPOINTMENTS.—A majority of the 
Board shall have the authority to appoint 
and reappoint the CCO of the Bank. 

(c) FUNCTIONS; DUTIES.—The CCO shall 
have such functions, powers, and duties as 
may be prescribed by one or more of the fol-
lowing: this part, the bylaws of the Bank, 
and the Board. The CCO shall report directly 
to the Board. 

(d) AUDIT DUTIES.—In order to carry out 
the purposes of the Bank under this part, the 
audit committee shall— 

(1) provide internal controls and internal 
auditing activities for the Bank; 

(2) maintain responsibility for the account-
ing activities of the Bank; 

(3) issue financial reports of the Bank; and 
(4) complete reports with outside auditors 

and public accountants appointed by the 
Board. 

(e) OTHER AUDIT OFFICERS.—The Board 
shall appoint, remove, fix the compensation, 
and define the duties of 4 other audit officers 
to serve on the audit committee. 

(f) QUALIFICATIONS.—The CCO and other 
audit officers shall have demonstrated expe-
rience and expertise in one or more of the 
following: 

(1) Internal auditing. 
(2) Internal investigations. 
(3) Accounting practices. 
(4) Financing practices. 
(g) VACANCY.—A vacancy in the position of 

CCO or any other audit officer shall be filled 

in the manner in which the original appoint-
ment was made. 

(h) COMPENSATION.—The compensation of 
the CCO and other audit officers shall be de-
termined by the Board. 

(i) REMOVAL.—The CCO and other audit of-
ficers may be removed at the discretion of a 
majority of the Board. 

(j) TERM.—The CCO and other audit offi-
cers shall serve a 6-year term and may be re-
appointed in accordance with this section. 

(k) LIMITATIONS.—The CCO and other audit 
officers shall not— 

(1) hold any other public office; 
(2) have any interest in an infrastructure 

project considered by the Board; 
(3) have any interest in an investment in-

stitution, commercial bank, or other entity 
seeking financial assistance for any infra-
structure project from the Bank; and 

(4) have any such interest during the 2- 
year period beginning on the date such offi-
cer ceases to serve in such capacity. 
SEC. 16027. PERSONNEL. 

The chairperson of the Board, executive di-
rector, chief risk officer, and chief compli-
ance officer shall appoint, remove, fix the 
compensation of, and define the duties of 
such qualified personnel to serve under the 
Board, executive committee, risk manage-
ment committee, or audit committee, as the 
case may be, as necessary and prescribed by 
one or more of the following: this part, the 
bylaws of the Bank, and the Board. 
SEC. 16028. ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA FOR ASSIST-

ANCE FROM BANK. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—No financial assistance 

shall be available under this part from the 
Bank unless the applicant for such assist-
ance has demonstrated to the satisfaction of 
the Board that the project for which such as-
sistance is being sought meets— 

(1) the requirements of this part; and 
(2) any criteria established in accordance 

with this part by the Board. 
(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROJECT CRITERIA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with the re-

quirements of subsections (c) and (d), the 
Board shall establish— 

(A) criteria for determining eligibility for 
financial assistance under this part; 

(B) disclosure and application procedures 
to be followed by entities to nominate 
projects for assistance under this part; and 

(C) such other criteria as the Board may 
consider to be appropriate for purposes of 
carrying out this part. 

(2) FACTORS TO BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Bank shall conduct 

an analysis that takes into account the eco-
nomic, environmental, social benefits, and 
costs of each project under consideration for 
financial assistance under this part, 
prioritizing projects that contribute to eco-
nomic growth, lead to job creation, and are 
of regional or national significance. 

(B) CRITERIA.—The criteria established 
pursuant to paragraph (1)(A) shall provide 
for the consideration of the following factors 
in considering eligibility for financial assist-
ance under this part: 

(i) The means by which development of the 
infrastructure project under consideration is 
being financed, including— 

(I) the terms and conditions and financial 
structure of the proposed financing; and 

(II) the financial assumptions and projec-
tions on which the project is based. 

(ii) The likelihood that the provision of as-
sistance by the Bank will cause such devel-
opment to proceed more promptly and with 
lower costs for financing than would be the 
case without such assistance. 

(iii) The extent to which the provision of 
assistance by the Bank maximizes the level 
of private investment in the infrastructure 
project while providing a public benefit. 
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(c) FACTORS FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF 

PROJECTS.— 
(1) TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

PROJECTS.—For any transportation infra-
structure project, the Board shall consider 
the following: 

(A) Job creation, including workforce de-
velopment for women and minorities, re-
sponsible employment practices, and quality 
job training opportunities. 

(B) Reduction in carbon emissions. 
(C) Reduction in surface and air traffic 

congestion. 
(D) Smart growth. 
(E) Poverty and inequality reduction 

through targeted training and employment 
opportunities for low-income workers. 

(F) Public health benefits. 
(2) ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE 

PROJECT.—For any environmental infrastruc-
ture project, the Board shall consider the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Public health benefits. 
(B) Pollution reductions. 
(C) Job creation, including workforce de-

velopment for women and minorities, re-
sponsible employment practices, and quality 
job training opportunities. 

(D) Poverty and inequality reduction 
through targeted training and employment 
opportunities for low-income workers. 

(3) ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT.—For 
any energy infrastructure project, the Board 
shall consider the following: 

(A) Job creation, including workforce de-
velopment for women and minorities, re-
sponsible employment practices, and quality 
job training opportunities. 

(B) Poverty and inequality reduction 
through targeted training and employment 
opportunities for low-income workers. 

(C) Reduction in carbon emissions. 
(D) Smart growth in urban areas. 
(E) Expanded use of renewable energy, in-

cluding hydroelectric, solar, and wind. 
(F) Development of a smart grid. 
(G) Energy efficient building, housing, and 

school modernization. 
(H) In any case in which the project is also 

a public housing project— 
(i) improvement of the physical shape and 

layout; 
(ii) environmental improvement; and 
(iii) mobility improvements for residents. 
(I) Public health benefits. 
(4) TELECOMMUNICATIONS.—For any tele-

communications project, the Board shall 
consider the following: 

(A) The extent to which assistance expands 
or improves broadband and wireless services 
in rural and disadvantaged communities. 

(B) Poverty and inequality reduction 
through targeted training and employment 
opportunities for low-income workers. 

(C) Job creation, including work force de-
velopment for women and minorities, re-
sponsible employment practices, and quality 
job training opportunities. 

(d) CONSIDERATION OF PROJECT PRO-
POSALS.— 

(1) PARTICIPATION BY OTHER AGENCY PER-
SONNEL.—Consideration of projects by the ex-
ecutive committee and the Board shall be 
conducted with personnel on detail to the 
Bank from relevant Federal agencies from 
among individuals who are familiar with and 
experienced in the selection criteria for com-
petitive projects. 

(2) FEES.—A fee may be charged for the re-
view of any project proposal in such amount 
as maybe considered appropriate by the ex-
ecutive committee to cover the cost of such 
review. 

(e) DISCRETION OF BOARD.—Consistent with 
other provisions of this part, any determina-
tion of the Board to provide assistance to 
any project, and the manner in which such 
assistance is provided, including the terms, 

conditions, fees, and charges shall be at the 
sole discretion of the Board. 

(f) STATE AND LOCAL PERMITS REQUIRED.— 
The provision of assistance by the Board in 
accordance with this part shall not be 
deemed to relieve any recipient of assistance 
or the related project of any obligation to 
obtain required State and local permits and 
approvals. 

(g) ANNUAL REPORT.—An entity receiving 
assistance from the Board shall make annual 
reports to the Board on the use of any such 
assistance, compliance with the criteria set 
forth in this section, and a disclosure of all 
entities with a development, ownership, or 
operational interest in a project assisted or 
proposed to be assisted under this part. 
SEC. 16029. EXEMPTION FROM LOCAL TAXATION. 

All notes, debentures, bonds or other such 
obligations issued by the Bank, and the in-
terest on or credits with respect to such 
bonds or other obligations, shall not be sub-
ject to taxation by any State, county, mu-
nicipality, or local taxing authority. 
SEC. 16030. STATUS AND APPLICABILITY OF CER-

TAIN FEDERAL LAWS; FULL FAITH 
AND CREDIT. 

(a) BUDGETING AND AUDITORS PRACTICES.— 
The Bank shall comply with all Federal laws 
regulating the budgetary and auditing prac-
tices of a government corporation, except as 
otherwise provided in this part. 

(b) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—Any bond or 
other obligation issued by the Bank under 
this part shall be an obligation supported by 
the full faith and credit of the United States. 

(c) EFFECT OF AND EXEMPTIONS FROM 
OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) EXEMPT SECURITIES.—All debt securities 
and other obligations issued by the Bank 
pursuant to this part shall be deemed to be 
exempt securities within the meaning of 
laws administered by the Securities and Ex-
change Commission to the same extent as se-
curities which are direct obligations of, or 
obligations fully guaranteed as to principal 
or interest by, the United States. 

(2) OPEN MARKET OPERATIONS AND STATE 
TAX EXEMPT STATUS.—The obligations of the 
Bank shall be deemed to be obligations of 
the United States for the purposes of the 
provision designated as (b)(2) of the 2nd un-
designated paragraph of section 14 of the 
Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 355) and sec-
tion 3124 of title 31, United States Code. 

(3) NO PRIORITY AS A FEDERAL CLAIM.—The 
priority established in favor of the United 
States by section 3713 of title 31, United 
States Code, shall not apply with respect to 
any indebtedness of the Bank. 

(d) FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS AS DEPOSI-
TORIES, CUSTODIANS, AND FISCAL AGENTS.— 
The Federal reserve banks may act as de-
positories for, or custodians or fiscal agents 
of, the Bank. 

(e) ACCESS TO BOOK-ENTRY SYSTEM.—The 
Secretary may authorize the Bank to use the 
book-entry system of the Federal reserve 
system. 
SEC. 16031. COMPLIANCE WITH DAVIS-BACON ACT 

AND CERTAIN GRANT REQUIRE-
MENTS. 

(a) DAVIS-BACON ACT.—All laborers and 
mechanics employed by contractors and sub-
contractors on projects funded directly by or 
assisted in whole or in part by and through 
the Bank pursuant to this part shall be paid 
wages at rates not less than those prevailing 
on projects of a character similar in the lo-
cality as determined by the Secretary of 
Labor in accordance with subchapter IV of 
chapter 31 of part A of title 40, United States 
Code. With respect to the labor standards 
specified in this section, the Secretary of 
Labor shall have the authority and functions 
set forth in Reorganization Plan Numbered 
14 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1267; 5 U.S.C. App.) and 
section 3145 of title 40, United States Code. 

(b) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—A recipient of 
financial assistance provided pursuant to 
this subtitle that funds any public transpor-
tation capital project (as defined in section 
5302 of title 49, United States Code) shall 
comply with the grant requirements applica-
ble to grants made under section 5309 of that 
title. 
SEC. 16032. USE OF IRON, STEEL, AND MANUFAC-

TURED GOODS IN INFRASTRUCTURE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) BUY AMERICA.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), none of the financing pro-
vided by the Bank may be used for a public 
infrastructure project unless all of the iron, 
steel, and manufactured goods used for the 
construction, alteration, maintenance, or re-
pair of the project are produced in the 
United States. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply in any case or category of cases in 
which the Secretary determines that— 

(1) applying subsection (a) would be incon-
sistent with the public interest; 

(2) iron, steel, or a relevant manufactured 
good is not produced in the United States in 
sufficient and reasonably available quan-
tities and of a satisfactory quality; or 

(3) the inclusion of iron, steel, or a manu-
factured good produced in the United States 
will increase the cost of the overall infra-
structure project by more than 25 percent. 

(c) PUBLICATION OF WAIVERS.—If the Sec-
retary provides a waiver of the requirements 
of subsection (a) based on a determination 
under subsection (b), the Secretary shall 
publish in the Federal Register a detailed 
written justification of the reasons for the 
waiver. 

(d) APPLICABILITY.—This section shall be 
applied in a manner consistent with the obli-
gations of the United States under inter-
national agreements. 

(e) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
consult with the Board and may consult with 
the Secretary of Transportation and the 
head of any other Federal department or 
agency in applying this section. 
SEC. 16033. COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN DOMES-

TIC CONTENT LAWS. 
The financing provided for an infrastruc-

ture project shall be provided in accordance 
with the following provisions of law subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Trans-
portation: 

(1) Section 313 of title 23, United States 
Code. 

(2) Section 5323(j) of title 49, United States 
Code. 

(3) Section 24305 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

(4) Section 24405 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

(5) Sections 50101 and 50105 of title 49, 
United States Code. 
SEC. 16034. APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN STATE 

LAWS. 
The receipt by any entity of any assistance 

under this part, directly or indirectly, and 
any financial assistance provided by any 
governmental entity in connection with such 
assistance under this part shall be valid and 
lawful notwithstanding any State or local 
restrictions regarding extensions of credit or 
other benefits to private persons or entities, 
or other similar restrictions. 
SEC. 16035. AUDITS; REPORTS TO PRESIDENT 

AND CONGRESS. 
(a) ACCOUNTING.—The books of account of 

the Bank shall be maintained in accordance 
with generally accepted accounting prin-
ciples and shall be subject to an annual audit 
by independent public accountants appointed 
by the Board and of nationally recognized 
standing. 

(b) REPORTS.— 
(1) BOARD.—The Board shall submit to the 

President and Congress, within 90 days after 
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the last day of each fiscal year, a complete 
and detailed report with respect to the pre-
ceding fiscal year, setting forth— 

(A) a summary of the Bank’s operations, 
for such preceding fiscal year; 

(B) a schedule of the Bank’s obligations 
and capital securities outstanding at the end 
of such preceding fiscal year, with a state-
ment of the amounts issued and redeemed or 
paid during such preceding fiscal year; and 

(C) the status of projects receiving funding 
or other assistance pursuant to this part, in-
cluding disclosure of all entities with a de-
velopment, ownership, or operational inter-
est in such projects. 

(2) GAO.—Not later than 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to Congress a report evaluating ac-
tivities of the Bank for the fiscal years cov-
ered by the report that includes an assess-
ment of the impact and benefits of each 
funded project, including a review of how ef-
fectively each project accomplished the 
goals prioritized by the Bank’s project cri-
teria. 

(c) BOOKS AND RECORDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Bank shall maintain 

adequate books and records to support the fi-
nancial transactions of the Bank with a de-
scription of financial transactions and infra-
structure projects receiving funding, and the 
amount of funding for each project main-
tained on a publically accessible database. 

(2) AUDITS BY THE SECRETARY AND GAO.— 
The books and records of the Bank shall be 
maintained in accordance with recommended 
accounting practices and shall be open to in-
spection by the Secretary and the Comp-
troller General of the United States. 
SEC. 16036. CAPITALIZATION OF BANK. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Subject to subsection (b), there is authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary for pur-
chase of the shares of the Bank $5,000,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2018 through 2022, 
with the aggregate representing 10 percent of 
the total subscribed capital of the Bank. 

(b) RESERVATION FOR RURAL AREAS.—For 
each fiscal year, not less than 20 percent of 
any amounts appropriated to carry out this 
part shall be used to finance projects in rural 
areas. 

(c) CALLABLE CAPITAL.—Of the total sub-
scribed capital of the Bank, 90 percent shall 
be callable capital subject to call from the 
Secretary only as and when required by the 
Bank to meet its obligations on borrowing of 
funds for inclusion in its ordinary capital re-
sources or guarantees chargeable to such re-
sources. 

SA 1801. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON AGREEMENTS RE-

STRICTING GOVERNMENT TAX PREP-
ARATION AND FILING SERVICES. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, or the Sec-
retary’s delegate, may not enter into any 
agreement after the date of the enactment of 
this Act which restricts the Secretary’s legal 
right to provide tax return preparation serv-
ices or software or to provide tax return fil-
ing services. 
SEC. ll. GOVERNMENT-ASSISTED TAX PREPA-

RATION AND FILING SERVICES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 77 of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 

‘‘SEC. 7529. GOVERNMENT-ASSISTED TAX-RETURN 
PREPARATION PROGRAMS. 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAMS.—The 
Secretary shall establish and operate the fol-
lowing programs: 

‘‘(1) ONLINE TAX PREPARATION AND FILING 
SOFTWARE.—Not later than January 31, 2019, 
software for the preparation and filing of in-
dividual income tax returns for taxable years 
beginning after 2017. 

‘‘(2) TAXPAYER DATA ACCESS.—Not later 
than March 1, 2019, a program under which 
taxpayers may download third-party pro-
vided return information relating to indi-
vidual income tax returns for taxable years 
beginning after 2017. 

‘‘(3) TAX RETURN PREPARATION.—Not later 
than March 1, 2019, a program under which 
eligible individuals (as defined under sub-
section (c)(1)) may elect to have income tax 
returns for taxable years beginning after 2017 
prepared by the Secretary. 

‘‘(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR TAXPAYER DATA 
ACCESS PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Return information 
under the program established under sub-
section (a)(2) shall be made available— 

‘‘(A) not later than 15 days after the Sec-
retary receives such information, and 

‘‘(B) through a secure function that allows 
a taxpayer to download such information 
from the Secretary’s website in both a print-
able document file and in a computer-read-
able form suitable for use by automated tax 
preparation software. 

‘‘(2) THIRD-PARTY PROVIDED RETURN INFOR-
MATION DEFINED.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘third-party provided return 
information’ means— 

‘‘(A) information reported to the Secretary 
through an information return (as defined in 
section 6724(d)(1)), 

‘‘(B) information reported to the Secretary 
pursuant to section 232 of the Social Secu-
rity Act, and 

‘‘(C) such other information reported to 
the Secretary as is determined appropriate 
by the Secretary for purposes of the program 
established under subsection (a)(2). 

‘‘(c) TAX RETURN PREPARATION.— 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes of 

the program established under subsection 
(a)(3)— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), the term ‘eligible 
individual’ means, with respect to any tax-
able year, any individual who— 

‘‘(i) elects to participate in the program es-
tablished under subsection (a)(3), 

‘‘(ii) is an unmarried individual (other than 
a surviving spouse (as defined in section 2(a)) 
or the head of a household (as defined in sec-
tion 2(b))), 

‘‘(iii) does not claim any deduction allowed 
under section 62 for purposes of determining 
adjusted gross income, 

‘‘(iv) claims the standard deduction under 
section 63, 

‘‘(v) claims no deduction under section 151 
for any individual who is a dependent (as de-
fined in section 152), 

‘‘(vi) does not file schedule C, and 
‘‘(vii) has no income other than income 

from— 
‘‘(I) wages (as defined in section 3401), 
‘‘(II) interest, or 
‘‘(III) dividends. 
‘‘(B) LIMITATION ON ELIGIBILITY FOR TAX 

YEAR 2018.—With respect to any taxable year 
beginning in 2018, the term ‘eligible indi-
vidual’ shall only include such populations of 
individuals described in subparagraph (A) as 
is determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY AFTER TAX 
YEAR 2018.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—At the discretion of the 
Secretary, with respect to any taxable year 
beginning after December 31, 2018, the term 

‘eligible individual’ may include populations 
of individuals who would not otherwise sat-
isfy the requirements established under sub-
paragraph (A), such as married individuals, 
heads of households, taxpayers who are eligi-
ble to claim the earned income tax credit 
under section 32 and have dependents, tax-
payers who are eligible to claim the child 
tax credit under section 24, taxpayers who 
claim deductions allowed under section 62 
for purposes of determining adjusted gross 
income, and taxpayers with income from 
non-employee compensation. 

‘‘(ii) REPORT.—Not later than August 31, 
2020, the Secretary shall submit a report to 
Congress that contains recommendations for 
such legislative or administrative actions as 
the Secretary determines necessary with re-
spect to expanding the populations of indi-
viduals that may qualify as eligible individ-
uals for purposes of the program established 
under subsection (a)(3). 

‘‘(2) RETURN MUST BE FILED BY INDI-
VIDUAL.—No return prepared under the pro-
gram established under subsection (a)(3) 
shall be treated as filed before the date such 
return is submitted by the taxpayer as pro-
vided under the rules of section 6011. 

‘‘(d) VERIFICATION OF IDENTITY.—An indi-
vidual shall not participate in any program 
described in subsection (a) or access any in-
formation under such a program unless such 
individual has verified their identity to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary. 

‘‘(e) TAXPAYER RESPONSIBILITY.—Nothing 
in this section shall be construed to absolve 
the taxpayer from full responsibility for the 
accuracy or completeness of his return of 
tax. 

‘‘(f) PROHIBITION ON FEES.—No fee may be 
imposed on any taxpayer who participates in 
any program established under subsection 
(a). 

‘‘(g) INFORMATION PROVIDED FOR WAGE AND 
SELF-EMPLOYMENT INCOME.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)(2), in the case of information 
relating to wages paid for any calendar year 
after 2017 required to be provided to the 
Commissioner of Social Security under sec-
tion 205(c)(2)(A) of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 405(c)(2)(A)), the Commissioner 
shall make such information available to the 
Secretary not later than the February 15 of 
the calendar year following the calendar 
year to which such wages and self-employ-
ment income relate.’’. 

(b) FILING DEADLINE FOR INFORMATION RE-
TURNS.—Section 6071(b) of such Code is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) INFORMATION RETURNS.—Returns made 
under part III of this chapter shall be filed 
on or before January 31 of the year following 
the calendar year to which such returns re-
late. Section 6081 shall not apply to returns 
under such part III.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO SOCIAL SE-
CURITY ACT.—Section 205(c)(2)(A) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 405(c)(2)(A)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘‘For purposes of the preceding 
sentence, the Commissioner shall require 
that information relating to wages paid be 
provided to the Secretary of the Treasury 
not later than February 15 of the year fol-
lowing the calendar year to which such 
wages and self-employment income relate.’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 77 of such Code is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 7529. Government-assisted tax-return 

preparation programs.’’. 
(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the amendments made by this sec-
tion such sums as may be necessary for each 
of fiscal years 2018 through 2022. 
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(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to returns 
for taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2017. 

SA 1802. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11030. CERTAIN CAREER TRAINING EX-

PENSES TREATED AS QUALIFIED 
HIGHER EDUCATION EXPENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
529(e) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) CERTAIN CAREER TRAINING EXPENSES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual who is enrolled in or attending a pro-
gram to obtain a recognized postsecondary 
credential or occupational license, the term 
‘qualified higher education expenses’ in-
cludes expenses similar to the expenses de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) which are re-
quired for such program. 

‘‘(ii) PROGRAM TO OBTAIN A RECOGNIZED 
POSTSECONDARY CREDENTIAL.—For purposes 
of this subparagraph— 

‘‘(I) the term ‘recognized postsecondary 
credential’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 3(52) of the Workforce Innovation 
and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102(52)), and 

‘‘(II) when used with respect to obtaining 
such a credential, the term ‘program’ means 
only a program which is included, and is of-
fered by a provider which is included, on the 
list described in section 122(d) of the Work-
force Innovation and Opportunity Act (29 
U.S.C. 3152(d)).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to ex-
penses paid or incurred in taxable years be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) OFFSET.— 
(1) INCLUSION OF FOREIGN BASE COMPANY OIL 

RELATED INCOME.—Subsection (a) of section 
954, as amended by section 14211, is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (2), 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) the foreign base company oil related 
income for the taxable year (determined 
under subsection (g) and reduced as provided 
in subsection (b)(5)).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 952(c)(1)(B)(iii), as amended by 

section 14211, is amended— 
(i) by redesignating subclauses (I) through 

(IV) as subclauses (II) through (V), respec-
tively, and 

(ii) by inserting before subclause (II), as so 
redesignated, the following new subclause: 

‘‘(I) foreign base company oil related in-
come,’’. 

(B) Section 954(b), as amended by section 
14211, is amended— 

(i) by adding at the end of paragraph (4) 
the following: ‘‘The preceding sentence shall 
not apply to foreign base company oil-re-
lated income described in subsection (a)(4).’’, 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and the foreign base com-
pany services income’’ in paragraph (5) and 
inserting ‘‘the foreign base company services 
income, and the foreign base company oil re-
lated income’’, and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) FOREIGN BASE COMPANY OIL RELATED IN-
COME NOT TREATED AS ANOTHER KIND OF BASE 
COMPANY INCOME.—Income of a corporation 
which is foreign base company oil related in-
come shall not be considered foreign base 
company income of such corporation under 
paragraph (2) or (3) of subsection (a).’’. 

(C) Section 954, as amended by section 
14211, is amended by inserting before sub-
section (h) the following: 

‘‘(g) FOREIGN BASE COMPANY OIL RELATED 
INCOME.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, the term ‘foreign 
base company oil related income’ means for-
eign oil related income (within the meaning 
of paragraphs (2) and (3) of section 907(c)) 
other than income derived from a source 
within a foreign country in connection 
with— 

‘‘(A) oil or gas which was extracted from 
an oil or gas well located in such foreign 
country, or 

‘‘(B) oil, gas, or a primary product of oil or 
gas which is sold by the foreign corporation 
or a related person for use or consumption 
within such country or is loaded in such 
country on a vessel or aircraft as fuel for 
such vessel or aircraft. 
Such term shall not include any foreign per-
sonal holding company income (as defined in 
subsection (c)). 

‘‘(2) PARAGRAPH (1) APPLIES ONLY WHERE 
CORPORATION HAS PRODUCED 1,000 BARRELS PER 
DAY OR MORE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘foreign base 
company oil related income’ shall not in-
clude any income of a foreign corporation if 
such corporation is not a large oil producer 
for the taxable year. 

‘‘(B) LARGE OIL PRODUCER.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the term ‘large oil pro-
ducer’ means any corporation if, for the tax-
able year or for the preceding taxable year, 
the average daily production of foreign crude 
oil and natural gas of the related group 
which includes such corporation equaled or 
exceeded 1,000 barrels. 

‘‘(C) RELATED GROUP.—The term ‘related 
group’ means a group consisting of the for-
eign corporation and any other person who is 
a related person with respect to such cor-
poration. 

‘‘(D) AVERAGE DAILY PRODUCTION OF FOR-
EIGN CRUDE OIL AND NATURAL GAS.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the average daily 
production of foreign crude oil or natural gas 
of any related group for any taxable year 
(and the conversion of cubic feet of natural 
gas into barrels) shall be determined under 
rules similar to the rules of section 613A ex-
cept that only crude oil or natural gas from 
a well located outside the United States 
shall be taken into account.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years of foreign corporations beginning 
after December 31, 2017, and to taxable years 
of United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 

SA 1803. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 

SEC. 11030. DECREASE IN REQUIRED DISTANCE 
AWAY FROM HOME FOR ABOVE-THE- 
LINE DEDUCTION FOR TRAVEL EX-
PENSES OF MEMBERS OF A RE-
SERVE COMPONENT OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 62(a)(2)(E) is 
amended by striking ‘‘100 miles’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘50 miles’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2016. 

(c) OFFSET.— 
(1) INCLUSION OF FOREIGN BASE COMPANY OIL 

RELATED INCOME.—Subsection (a) of section 
954, as amended by section 14211, is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (2), 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) the foreign base company oil related 
income for the taxable year (determined 
under subsection (g) and reduced as provided 
in subsection (b)(5)).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 952(c)(1)(B)(iii), as amended by 

section 14211, is amended— 
(i) by redesignating subclauses (I) through 

(IV) as subclauses (II) through (V), respec-
tively, and 

(ii) by inserting before subclause (II), as so 
redesignated, the following new subclause: 

‘‘(I) foreign base company oil related in-
come,’’. 

(B) Section 954(b), as amended by section 
14211, is amended— 

(i) by adding at the end of paragraph (4) 
the following: ‘‘The preceding sentence shall 
not apply to foreign base company oil-re-
lated income described in subsection (a)(4).’’, 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and the foreign base com-
pany services income’’ in paragraph (5) and 
inserting ‘‘the foreign base company services 
income, and the foreign base company oil re-
lated income’’, and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) FOREIGN BASE COMPANY OIL RELATED IN-
COME NOT TREATED AS ANOTHER KIND OF BASE 
COMPANY INCOME.—Income of a corporation 
which is foreign base company oil related in-
come shall not be considered foreign base 
company income of such corporation under 
paragraph (2) or (3) of subsection (a).’’. 

(C) Section 954, as amended by section 
14211, is amended by inserting before sub-
section (h) the following: 

‘‘(g) FOREIGN BASE COMPANY OIL RELATED 
INCOME.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, the term ‘foreign 
base company oil related income’ means for-
eign oil related income (within the meaning 
of paragraphs (2) and (3) of section 907(c)) 
other than income derived from a source 
within a foreign country in connection 
with— 

‘‘(A) oil or gas which was extracted from 
an oil or gas well located in such foreign 
country, or 

‘‘(B) oil, gas, or a primary product of oil or 
gas which is sold by the foreign corporation 
or a related person for use or consumption 
within such country or is loaded in such 
country on a vessel or aircraft as fuel for 
such vessel or aircraft. 
Such term shall not include any foreign per-
sonal holding company income (as defined in 
subsection (c)). 

‘‘(2) PARAGRAPH (1) APPLIES ONLY WHERE 
CORPORATION HAS PRODUCED 1,000 BARRELS PER 
DAY OR MORE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘foreign base 
company oil related income’ shall not in-
clude any income of a foreign corporation if 
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such corporation is not a large oil producer 
for the taxable year. 

‘‘(B) LARGE OIL PRODUCER.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the term ‘large oil pro-
ducer’ means any corporation if, for the tax-
able year or for the preceding taxable year, 
the average daily production of foreign crude 
oil and natural gas of the related group 
which includes such corporation equaled or 
exceeded 1,000 barrels. 

‘‘(C) RELATED GROUP.—The term ‘related 
group’ means a group consisting of the for-
eign corporation and any other person who is 
a related person with respect to such cor-
poration. 

‘‘(D) AVERAGE DAILY PRODUCTION OF FOR-
EIGN CRUDE OIL AND NATURAL GAS.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the average daily 
production of foreign crude oil or natural gas 
of any related group for any taxable year 
(and the conversion of cubic feet of natural 
gas into barrels) shall be determined under 
rules similar to the rules of section 613A ex-
cept that only crude oil or natural gas from 
a well located outside the United States 
shall be taken into account.’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years of foreign corporations beginning 
after December 31, 2017, and to taxable years 
of United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 

SA 1804. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of part III of subtitle A of title 
I, insert the following: 
SEC. 11030. CREDIT FOR ELDERCARE EXPENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after section 25D the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. EXPENSES FOR ELDERCARE. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual for which there are 1 or more quali-
fying individuals with respect to such indi-
vidual, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for 
the taxable year an amount equal to the ap-
plicable percentage of the eldercare expenses 
paid by such individual during the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the term ‘applicable 
percentage’ means 20 percent, reduced (but 
not below zero) by 1 percentage point for 
each $4,000 (or fraction thereof) by which the 
taxpayer’s adjusted gross income for the tax-
able year exceeds— 

‘‘(A) $110,000 in the case of a joint return, 
‘‘(B) $75,000 in the case of an individual 

who is not married, and 
‘‘(C) $55,000 in the case of a married indi-

vidual filing a separate return. 
For purposes of this paragraph, marital sta-
tus shall be determined under section 7703. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFYING INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘qualifying individual’ means an individual— 

‘‘(A) who has attained age 65, 
‘‘(B) who requires assistance with activi-

ties of daily living, and 
‘‘(C) who is, with respect to the taxpayer or 

the taxpayer’s spouse— 
‘‘(i) the father or mother or an ancestor of 

such father or mother, 

‘‘(ii) the father-in-law or mother-in-law or 
an ancestor of such father-in-law or mother- 
in-law, 

‘‘(iii) the stepfather or stepmother or an 
ancestor of such stepfather or stepmother, or 

‘‘(iv) any other person who, for the taxable 
year, has the same principal place of abode 
as the taxpayer and is a member of the 
household of the taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) ELDERCARE EXPENSES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eldercare ex-

penses’ means the following amounts paid 
for expenses relating to the care of a quali-
fying individual: 

‘‘(i) Medical care (as defined in section 
213(d)(1), without regard to subparagraph D 
thereof). 

‘‘(ii) Lodging away from home in accord-
ance with section 213(d)(2). 

‘‘(iii) Adult day care. 
‘‘(iv) Custodial care. 
‘‘(v) Respite care. 
‘‘(vi) Assistive technologies and devices 

(including remote health monitoring). 
‘‘(vii) Environmental modifications (in-

cluding home modifications). 
‘‘(viii) Counseling or training for a care-

giver. 
‘‘(B) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of sub-

paragraph (A)— 
‘‘(i) ADULT DAY CARE.—The term ‘adult day 

care’ means care provided for adults with 
functional or cognitive impairments through 
a structured, community-based group pro-
gram which provides health, social, and 
other related support services on a less than 
24-hour basis. 

‘‘(ii) CUSTODIAL CARE.—The term ‘custodial 
care’ means reasonable personal care serv-
ices provided to assist with daily living 
which do not require the skills of qualified 
technical or professional personnel. 

‘‘(iii) RESPITE CARE.—The term ‘respite 
care’ means planned or emergency care in-
tended to provide temporary relief to a care-
giver. 

‘‘(C) CARE CENTERS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Eldercare expenses de-

scribed in subparagraph (A) which are in-
curred for services provided outside the tax-
payer’s household by a care center shall be 
taken into account only if such center com-
plies with all applicable laws and regulations 
of a State or unit of local government. 

‘‘(ii) CARE CENTER.—For purposes of this 
subparagraph, the term ‘care center’ means 
any facility which— 

‘‘(I) provides care for more than 6 individ-
uals, and 

‘‘(II) receives a fee, payment, or grant for 
providing services for any of the individuals 
(regardless of whether such facility is oper-
ated for profit). 

‘‘(c) DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the 

eldercare expenses incurred during any tax-
able year which may be taken into account 
under subsection (a) shall not exceed $6,000. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION WITH DEPENDENT CARE 
ASSISTANCE EXCLUSION.—The dollar amount 
in paragraph (1) shall be reduced by the ag-
gregate amount excluded from gross income 
under section 129 for the taxable year, if any. 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) PAYMENTS TO RELATED INDIVIDUALS.— 
No credit shall be allowed under subsection 
(a) for any amount paid to an individual with 
respect to whom, for the taxable year, a de-
duction under section 151(c) is allowable ei-
ther to the taxpayer or the taxpayer’s 
spouse. For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘taxable year’ means the taxable year 
of the taxpayer in which the service is per-
formed. 

‘‘(2) IDENTIFYING INFORMATION REQUIRED 
WITH RESPECT TO SERVICE PROVIDER.—No 

credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any amount paid to any person unless— 

‘‘(A) the name, address, and taxpayer iden-
tification number of such person are in-
cluded on the return claiming the credit, or 

‘‘(B) if such person is an organization de-
scribed in section 501(c)(3) and exempt from 
tax under section 501(a), the name and ad-
dress of such person are included on the re-
turn claiming the credit. 
In the case of a failure to provide the infor-
mation required under the preceding sen-
tence, the preceding sentence shall not apply 
if it is shown that the taxpayer exercised due 
diligence in attempting to provide the infor-
mation so required. 

‘‘(3) IDENTIFYING INFORMATION REQUIRED 
WITH RESPECT TO QUALIFYING INDIVIDUALS.— 
No credit shall be allowed under subsection 
(a) with respect to any qualifying individual 
unless the taxpayer identification number of 
such individual is included on the return 
claiming the credit. 

‘‘(e) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit 
shall be allowed under subsection (a) for any 
amount with respect to which a credit is al-
lowed under section 21. 

‘‘(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary to carry out the purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 25D the 
following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Expenses for eldercare.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 213(e) is amended— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘or section 25E’’ after 

‘‘section 21’’, and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘AND ELDERS’’ after ‘‘CER-

TAIN DEPENDENTS’’ in the heading. 
(2) Section 6213(g)(2) is amended— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, section 25E (relating to 

expenses for care of elders),’’ after ‘‘(relating 
to expenses for household and dependent care 
services necessary for gainful employment)’’ 
in subparagraph (H), and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, 25E’’ after ‘‘24’’ in sub-
paragraph (L). 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a), (b), and (c) shall 
apply to taxable years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(e) OFFSET.— 
(f) FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH-INCOME TAX-

PAYERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter 1, 

as amended by section 14401, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new part: 

‘‘PART VIII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH- 
INCOME TAXPAYERS 

‘‘Sec. 59AA. Fair share tax. 
‘‘SEC. 59AA. FAIR SHARE TAX. 

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.— 
‘‘(1) PHASE-IN OF TAX.—In the case of any 

high-income taxpayer, there is hereby im-
posed for a taxable year (in addition to any 
other tax imposed by this subtitle) a tax 
equal to the product of— 

‘‘(A) the amount determined under para-
graph (2), and 

‘‘(B) a fraction (not to exceed 1)— 
‘‘(i) the numerator of which is the excess 

of— 
‘‘(I) the taxpayer’s adjusted gross income, 

over 
‘‘(II) the dollar amount in effect under sub-

section (c)(1), and 
‘‘(ii) the denominator of which is the dollar 

amount in effect under subsection (c)(1). 
‘‘(2) AMOUNT OF TAX.—The amount of tax 

determined under this paragraph is an 
amount equal to the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(A) the tentative fair share tax for the 
taxable year, over 
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‘‘(B) the excess of— 
‘‘(i) the sum of— 
‘‘(I) the regular tax liability (as defined in 

section 26(b)) for the taxable year, deter-
mined without regard to any tax liability de-
termined under this section, 

‘‘(II) the tax imposed by section 55 for the 
taxable year, plus 

‘‘(III) the payroll tax for the taxable year, 
over 

‘‘(ii) the credits allowable under part IV of 
subchapter A (other than sections 27(a), 31, 
and 34). 

‘‘(b) TENTATIVE FAIR SHARE TAX.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The tentative fair share 
tax for the taxable year is 30 percent of the 
excess of— 

‘‘(A) the adjusted gross income of the tax-
payer, over 

‘‘(B) the modified charitable contribution 
deduction for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) MODIFIED CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTION 
DEDUCTION.—For purposes of paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The modified charitable 
contribution deduction for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the amount which 
bears the same ratio to the deduction allow-
able under section 170 (section 642(c) in the 
case of a trust or estate) for such taxable 
year as— 

‘‘(i) the amount of itemized deductions al-
lowable under the regular tax (as defined in 
section 55) for such taxable year, determined 
after the application of section 68, bears to 

‘‘(ii) such amount, determined before the 
application of section 68. 

‘‘(B) TAXPAYER MUST ITEMIZE.—In the case 
of any individual who does not elect to 
itemize deductions for the taxable year, the 
modified charitable contribution deduction 
shall be zero. 

‘‘(c) HIGH-INCOME TAXPAYER.—For purposes 
of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘high-income 
taxpayer’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any taxpayer (other than a corpora-
tion) with an adjusted gross income for such 
taxable year in excess of $1,000,000 (50 percent 
of such amount in the case of a married indi-
vidual who files a separate return). 

‘‘(2) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxable 

year beginning after 2018, the $1,000,000 
amount under paragraph (1) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2017’ 
for ‘calendar year 2016’ in subparagraph 
(A)(ii) thereof. 

‘‘(B) ROUNDING.—If any amount as adjusted 
under subparagraph (A) is not a multiple of 
$10,000, such amount shall be rounded to the 
next lowest multiple of $10,000. 

‘‘(d) PAYROLL TAX.—For purposes of this 
section, the payroll tax for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the excess of— 

‘‘(1) the taxes imposed on the taxpayer 
under sections 1401, 1411, 3101, 3201, and 
3211(a) (to the extent such tax is attributable 
to the rate of tax in effect under section 3101) 
with respect to such taxable year or wages or 
compensation received during such taxable 
year, over 

‘‘(2) the deduction allowable under section 
164(f) for such taxable year. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR ESTATES AND 
TRUSTS.—For purposes of this section, in the 
case of an estate or trust, adjusted gross in-
come shall be computed in the manner de-
scribed in section 67(e). 

‘‘(f) NOT TREATED AS TAX IMPOSED BY THIS 
CHAPTER FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—The tax 
imposed under this section shall not be 
treated as tax imposed by this chapter for 

purposes of determining the amount of any 
credit under this chapter (other than the 
credit allowed under section 27(a)) or for pur-
poses of section 55.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
parts for subchapter A of chapter 1 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new item: 

‘‘PART VIII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH- 
INCOME TAXPAYERS’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2017. 

SA 1805. Ms. HARRIS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST LEGISLA-

TION THAT PROVIDES FUNDING TO 
THE PRESIDENTIAL ADVISORY COM-
MISSION ON ELECTION INTEGRITY. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the Senate to consider any bill, 
joint resolution, motion, amendment, 
amendment between the Houses, or con-
ference report that provides funding to the 
Presidential Advisory Commission on Elec-
tion Integrity. 

(b) WAIVER AND APPEAL.—Subsection (a) 
may be waived or suspended in the Senate 
only by an affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Members 
of the Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall 
be required to sustain an appeal of the ruling 
of the Chair on a point of order raised under 
subsection (a). 

SA 1806. Ms. HARRIS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I, add the 
following: 
SEC. ll. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST ELIMI-

NATING THE REQUIREMENT FOR 
CBO SCORES BEFORE VOTES. 

(a) REVIVAL OF POINT OF ORDER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4111 of H. Con. 

Res. 71 (115th Congress), the concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for fiscal year 2018, is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Sections 3205 and 3206’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Section 3206’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘are repealed’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘is repealed’’. 

(2) APPLICABILITY.—In the Senate, section 
3205 of S. Con. Res. 11 (114th Congress), the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2016, shall be applied and adminis-
tered as if the repeal of such section 3205 
under section 4111 of H. Con. Res. 71 (115th 
Congress), the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018, had never been 
enacted. 

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘score before voting requirement’’ means the 
requirement under section 3205 of S. Con. Res 
11 (114th), the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2016, or any successor 
thereto, prohibiting voting on passage of a 
matter that requires an estimate under sec-
tion 402 of the Congressional Budget Act of 

1974 (2 U.S.C. 653), unless such estimate was 
made publicly available on the website of the 
Congressional Budget Office not later than 28 
hours before the time the vote commences. 

(c) POINT OF ORDER AGAINST ELIMINATING 
OF POINT OF ORDER.—When the Senate is con-
sidering a bill, resolution, motion, amend-
ment, amendment between the Houses, or 
conference report, if a point of order is made 
by a Senator against a provision that would 
repeal or otherwise eliminate the score be-
fore voting requirement, and the point of 
order is sustained by the Chair, that provi-
sion shall be stricken from the measure and 
may not be offered as an amendment from 
the floor. 

(d) FORM OF THE POINT OF ORDER.—A point 
of order under subsection (c) may be raised 
by a Senator as provided in section 313(e) of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 644(e)). 

(e) CONFERENCE REPORTS.—When the Sen-
ate is considering a conference report on, or 
an amendment between the Houses in rela-
tion to, a bill or joint resolution, upon a 
point of order being made by any Senator 
pursuant to subsection (c), and such point of 
order being sustained, such material con-
tained in such conference report or House 
amendment shall be stricken, and the Senate 
shall proceed to consider the question of 
whether the Senate shall recede from its 
amendment and concur with a further 
amendment, or concur in the House amend-
ment with a further amendment, as the case 
may be, which further amendment shall con-
sist of only that portion of the conference re-
port or House amendment, as the case may 
be, not so stricken. Any such motion in the 
Senate shall be debatable. In any case in 
which such point of order is sustained 
against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this subsection), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order. 

(f) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.— 
In the Senate, this section may be waived or 
suspended only by an affirmative vote of 
three-fifths of the Members, duly chose and 
sworn. An affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
Members of the Senate, duly chosen and 
sworn shall be required to sustain an appeal 
of the ruling of the Chair on a point of order 
raised under this section. 

SA 1807. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page ll, line lll, strike ‘‘(h) REGU-
LATIONS.—’’ and insert: 

‘‘(h) SPECIAL RULES TO PREVENT THE DOU-
BLE TAXATION OF BASE EROSION PAYMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) COORDINATION WITH TAX ON CERTAIN IN-
SURANCE POLICIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If applicable taxes are 
imposed on 1 or more base erosion payments 
made by the taxpayer for any taxable year, 
the base erosion minimum tax amount for 
such taxable year shall be reduced by the ap-
plicable percentage of the aggregate amount 
of such taxes imposed on such payments. 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘applicable 
percentage’ means, with respect to any tax-
able year, the percentage determined by di-
viding— 

‘‘(i) the base erosion payments for such 
taxable year on which applicable taxes were 
imposed, by 

‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount of base erosion 
payments of the taxpayer for the taxable 
year. 
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‘‘(C) APPLICABLE TAXES.—For purposes of 

this paragraph, the term ‘applicable tax’ 
means any tax imposed by— 

‘‘(i) section 4371(2), or 
‘‘(ii) section 4173(3), but only to the extent 

applicable to reinsurance covering contracts 
taxable under section 4371(2). 

‘‘(2) REDUCTION FOR AMOUNTS PAID TO THE 
TAXPAYER.—The amount of any base erosion 
payment described in subsection (d)(1) paid 
or accrued during the taxable year by the 
taxpayer to a foreign person which is a re-
lated party to the taxpayer shall be reduced 
by any amount which was— 

‘‘(A) paid or accrued during such taxable 
year by such foreign person to the taxpayer, 
and 

‘‘(B) related to such base erosion payment. 
‘‘(3) PAYMENTS SUBJECT TO UNITED STATES 

TAX.—No amount paid or accrued during the 
taxable year by the taxpayer to a foreign 
person which is a related party to the tax-
payer shall be treated as a base erosion pay-
ment under subsection (d) to the extent— 

‘‘(A) such amount is taken into account by 
such foreign person in determining the tax of 
such foreign person under this subtitle, and 

‘‘(B) such foreign person has certified it is 
exempt from withholding tax under section 
1441 or 1442 or such person has elected to be 
taxed under this subtitle as a United States 
person. 

‘‘(i) REGULATIONS.— 

SA 1808. Mr. SCOTT (for himself, Mr. 
CRUZ, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. CASSIDY, and Mr. 
BLUNT) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1, to provide for reconciliation 
pursuant to titles II and V of the con-
current resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2018; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 175, strike line 11 and 
all that follows through page 177, line 15 and 
insert the following: 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B) 
or (C), include such advance payment in 
gross income for such taxable year, 

(B) if the taxpayer elects the application of 
this subparagraph with respect to the cat-
egory of advance payments for goods to 
which such advance payment belongs, the 
taxpayer shall include such advance pay-
ment in the taxable year in which the pay-
ment is included in gross income for pur-
poses of the taxpayer’s applicable financial 
statements, or 

(C) if the taxpayer elects the application of 
this subparagraph with respect to the cat-
egory of advance payments for goods de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(C), or for services, to 
which such advance payment belongs, the 
taxpayer shall— 

(i) to the extent that any portion of such 
advance payment is required under sub-
section (b) to be included in gross income in 
the taxable year in which such payment is 
received, so include such portion, and 

(ii) include the remaining portion of such 
advance payment in gross income in the tax-
able year following the taxable year in which 
such payment is received. 

(2) ELECTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this paragraph, the election under 
paragraph (1)(B) shall be made at such time, 
in such form and manner, and with respect 
to such categories of advance payments, as 
the Secretary may provide. 

(B) PERIOD TO WHICH ELECTION APPLIES.—An 
election under paragraph (1)(B) or (1)(C) shall 
be effective for the taxable year with respect 
to which it is first made and for all subse-
quent taxable years, unless the taxpayer se-
cures the consent of the Secretary to revoke 

such election. For purposes of this title, the 
computation of taxable income under an 
election made under paragraph (1)(B) or 
(1)(C) shall be treated as a method of ac-
counting. 

(C) PROPERTY INCLUDABLE IN INVENTORY 
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR ELECTION.—A taxpayer may 
not make an election under paragraph (1)(B) 
for advance payments for the sale of goods 
properly includible in inventory for which 
the taxpayer has received substantial ad-
vanced payments and the taxpayer has on 
hand goods of substantially similar kind and 
in sufficient quantity to satisfy the agree-
ment in the year the advance payment is re-
ceived. 

(3) TAXPAYERS CEASING TO EXIST.—Except 
as otherwise provided by the Secretary, the 
election under paragraph (1)(B) shall not 
apply with respect to advance payments re-
ceived by the taxpayer during a taxable year 
if such taxpayer ceases to exist during (or 
with the close of) such taxable year. 

(4) ADVANCE PAYMENT.—For purposes of 
this subsection— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘advance pay-
ment’’ means any payment— 

(i) the full inclusion of which in the gross 
income of the taxpayer for the taxable year 
of receipt is a permissible method of ac-
counting under this section (determined 
without regard to this subsection), and 

(ii) which is for goods, services, or 

SA 1809. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1, to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to titles II and 
V of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 30, line 3, insert ‘‘or the trade or 
business of performing services as an em-
ployee’’ after ‘‘business’’. 

SA 1810. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1618 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. HATCH (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) to the bill H.R. 1, 
to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to titles II and V of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 
2018; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 13201. TEMPORARY 100-PERCENT EXPENS-

ING FOR CERTAIN BUSINESS AS-
SETS. 

(a) INCREASED EXPENSING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(k) is amend-

ed— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘50 per-

cent’’ and inserting ‘‘the applicable percent-
age’’, and 

(B) in paragraph (5)(A)(i), by striking ‘‘50 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘the applicable per-
centage’’. 

(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—Paragraph (6) 
of section 168(k) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(6) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this paragraph, the term ‘applicable 
percentage’ means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after September 27, 2017, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2023, 100 percent, 

‘‘(ii) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2022, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2024, 80 percent, 

‘‘(iii) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2023, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2025, 60 percent, 

‘‘(iv) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2024, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2026, 40 percent, and 

‘‘(v) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2025, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2027, 20 percent. 

‘‘(B) RULE FOR PROPERTY WITH LONGER PRO-
DUCTION PERIODS.—In the case of property de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(B) or (C), the term 
‘applicable percentage’ means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after September 27, 2017, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2024, 100 percent, 

‘‘(ii) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2023, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2025, 80 percent, 

‘‘(iii) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2024, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2026, 60 percent, 

‘‘(iv) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2025, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2027, 40 percent, and 

‘‘(v) in the case of property placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2026, and before Janu-
ary 1, 2028, 20 percent. 

‘‘(C) RULE FOR PLANTS BEARING FRUITS AND 
NUTS.—In the case of a specified plant de-
scribed in paragraph (5), the term ‘applicable 
percentage’ means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a plant which is planted 
or grafted after September 27, 2017, and be-
fore January 1, 2023, 100 percent, 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a plant which is planted 
or grafted after December 31, 2022, and before 
January 1, 2024, 80 percent, 

‘‘(iii) in the case of a plant which is plant-
ed or grafted after December 31, 2023, and be-
fore January 1, 2025, 60 percent, 

‘‘(iv) in the case of a plant which is planted 
or grafted after December 31, 2024, and before 
January 1, 2026, 40 percent, and 

‘‘(v) in the case of a plant which is planted 
or grafted after December 31, 2025, and before 
January 1, 2027, 20 percent.’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(5) of section 168(k) is amended by striking 
subparagraph (F). 

(b) EXTENSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(k) is amend-

ed— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)(iii), clauses (i)(III) 

and (ii) of subparagraph (B), and subpara-
graph (E)(i), by striking ‘‘January 1, 2020’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2026’’, and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (i)(II), by striking ‘‘January 1, 

2021’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2027’’, and 
(II) in the heading of clause (ii), by strik-

ing ‘‘PRE-JANUARY 1, 2020’’ and inserting ‘‘PRE- 
JANUARY 1, 2026’’, and 

(B) in paragraph (5)(A), by striking ‘‘Janu-
ary 1, 2020’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2026’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Clause (ii) of section 460(c)(6)(B) is 

amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2020 (Janu-
ary 1, 2021’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2026 
(January 1, 2027’’. 

(B) The heading of section 168(k) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘ACQUIRED AFTER DECEMBER 
31, 2007, AND BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2020’’. 

(c) EXCEPTION FOR PUBLIC UTILITIES.—Sec-
tion 168(k) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(8) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN PUBLIC UTILITY 
PROPERTY.—The term ‘qualified property’ 
shall not include any property which is pri-
marily used in a trade or business described 
in clause (iv) of section 163(j)(7)(A).’’. 

(d) SPECIAL RULE.—Section 168(k), as 
amended by subsection (c), is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR PROPERTY PLACED IN 
SERVICE DURING CERTAIN PERIODS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of qualified 
property placed in service by the taxpayer 
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during the first taxable year ending after 
September 27, 2017, if the taxpayer elects to 
have this paragraph apply for such taxable 
year, paragraphs (1)(A) and (5)(A)(i) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘the 
applicable percentage’. 

‘‘(B) FORM OF ELECTION.—Any election 
under this paragraph shall be made at such 
time and in such form and manner as the 
Secretary may prescribe.’’. 

(e) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 280F.—Sec-
tion 168(k)(2)(F) is amended by striking 
clause (iii). 

(f) QUALIFIED FILM AND TELEVISION AND 
LIVE THEATRICAL PRODUCTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Clause (i) of section 
168(k)(2)(A), as amended by section 13204, is 
amended— 

(A) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘or’’, 
(B) in subclause (III), by adding ‘‘or’’ after 

the comma, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(IV) which is a qualified film or television 

production (as defined in subsection (d) of 
section 181) for which a deduction would 
have been allowable under section 181 with-
out regard to subsections (a)(2) and (g) of 
such section or this subsection, or 

‘‘(V) which is a qualified live theatrical 
production (as defined in subsection (e) of 
section 181) for which a deduction would 
have been allowable under section 181 with-
out regard to subsections (a)(2) and (g) of 
such section or this subsection,’’. 

(2) PRODUCTION PLACED IN SERVICE.—Para-
graph (2) of section 168(k) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(H) PRODUCTION PLACED IN SERVICE.—For 
purposes of subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) a qualified film or television produc-
tion shall be considered to be placed in serv-
ice at the time of initial release or broad-
cast, and 

‘‘(ii) a qualified live theatrical production 
shall be considered to be placed in service at 
the time of the initial live staged perform-
ance.’’. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATES.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service, and specified plants plant-
ed after, after September 27, 2017, in taxable 
years ending after such date. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I have 
4 requests for committees to meet dur-
ing today’s session of the Senate. They 
have the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Thursday, November 
30, 2017, at 10 a.m. to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, No-
vember 30, 2017, at 10 a.m. to conduct a 
hearing on the following nominations: 
M. Lee McClenny, of Washington, to be 
Ambassador to the Republic of Para-
guay, Carlos Trujillo, of Florida, to be 
Permanent Representative to the Orga-
nization of American States, with the 
rank of Ambassador, and Kenneth J. 

Braithwaite, of Pennsylvania, to be 
Ambassador to the Kingdom of Nor-
way, all of the Department of State, 
and Brock D. Bierman, of Virginia, to 
be an Assistant Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International 
Development. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, November 30, 2017, 
at 10 a.m. in room SD–430 to conduct a 
hearing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Thursday, 
November 30, 2017, at 2 p.m., in room 
SH–219 to hold a closed hearing. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Madison 
Lynn, a fellow in my office, be granted 
floor privileges for the remainder of 
the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

S. 254—PRINT CORRECTION 

On Wednesday, November 29, 2017, the 
Senate passed S. 254, as amended. The 
corrected text of the bill as passed is as 
follows: 

S. 254 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Esther Mar-
tinez Native American Languages Preserva-
tion Act’’. 
SEC. 2. NATIVE AMERICAN LANGUAGES GRANT 

PROGRAM. 
Section 803C of the Native American Pro-

grams Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 2991b–3) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(7)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking ‘‘10’’ 

and inserting ‘‘5’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking ‘‘15’’ 

and inserting ‘‘10’’; and 
(2) in subsection (e)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘or 3-year basis’’ and in-

serting ‘‘3-year, 4-year, or 5-year basis’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘, 4-year, or 5-year’’ after 

‘‘on a 3-year’’. 
SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIVE AMER-

ICAN LANGUAGES PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 816(e) of the Na-

tive American Programs Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 2992d(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘such 
sums’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘$13,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2019 through 2023.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 816 of 
the Native American Programs Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 2992d) is amended in subsections 
(a) and (b) by striking ‘‘subsection (e)’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(d)’’. 

f 

S. 669—PRINT CORRECTION 

On Wednesday, November 29, 2017, the 
Senate passed S. 669, as amended. The 

corrected text of the bill as passed is as 
follows: 

S. 669 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Columbia 
River In-Lieu and Treaty Fishing Access 
Sites Improvement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SANITATION AND SAFETY CONDITIONS AT 

CERTAIN BUREAU OF INDIAN AF-
FAIRS FACILITIES. 

(a) ASSESSMENT OF CONDITIONS.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, in consultation 
with the affected Columbia River Treaty 
tribes, may assess current sanitation and 
safety conditions on lands held by the United 
States for the benefit of the affected Colum-
bia River Treaty tribes, including all perma-
nent Federal structures and improvements 
on those lands, that were set aside to provide 
affected Columbia River Treaty tribes access 
to traditional fishing grounds— 

(1) in accordance with the Act of March 2, 
1945 (59 Stat. 10, chapter 19) (commonly 
known as the ‘‘River and Harbor Act of 
1945’’); or 

(2) in accordance with title IV of Public 
Law 100–581 (102 Stat. 2944). 

(b) EXCLUSIVE AUTHORIZATION; CON-
TRACTS.—The Secretary of the Interior, act-
ing through the Bureau of Indian Affairs— 

(1) subject to paragraph (2)(B), shall be the 
only Federal agency authorized to carry out 
the activities described in this section; and 

(2) may delegate the authority to carry out 
activities described in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (c)— 

(A) through one or more contracts entered 
into with an Indian tribe or tribal organiza-
tion under the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5301 
et seq.); or 

(B) to include other Federal agencies that 
have relevant expertise. 

(c) DEFINITION OF AFFECTED COLUMBIA 
RIVER TREATY TRIBES.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘affected Columbia River Treaty 
tribes’’ means the Nez Perce Tribe, the Con-
federated Tribes of Umatilla Indian Reserva-
tion, the Confederated Tribes of the Warm 
Springs Reservation of Oregon, and the Con-
federated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama 
Nation. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of the Interior such sums as 
are necessary, to remain available until ex-
pended— 

(1) for improvements to existing structures 
and infrastructure to improve sanitation and 
safety conditions assessed under subsection 
(a); and 

(2) to improve access to electricity, sewer, 
and water infrastructure, where feasible, to 
reflect needs for sanitary and safe use of fa-
cilities referred to in subsection (a). 
SEC. 3. STUDY OF ASSESSMENT AND IMPROVE-

MENT ACTIVITIES. 
The Comptroller General of the United 

States, in consultation with the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the Senate, shall— 

(1) conduct a study to evaluate whether 
the sanitation and safety conditions on lands 
held by the United States for the benefit of 
the affected Columbia River Treaty tribes 
(as defined in section 2) have improved as a 
result of the activities authorized in section 
2; and 

(2) prepare and submit to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives a report containing the re-
sults of that study. 
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S. 1285—PRINT CORRECTION 

On Wednesday, November 29, 2017, the 
Senate passed S. 1285, as amended. The 
corrected text of the bill as passed is a 
follows: 

S. 1285 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Oregon Trib-
al Economic Development Act’’. 
SEC. 2. APPROVAL NOT REQUIRED TO VALIDATE 

LAND TRANSACTIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, without further ap-
proval, ratification, or authorization by the 
United States, the Confederated Tribes of 
Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians, 
the Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde 
Community of Oregon, the Confederated 
Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon, the Con-
federated Tribes of Warm Springs, the Cow 
Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of Indians, the 
Klamath Tribes, and the Burns Paiute Tribes 
may lease, sell, convey, warrant, or other-
wise transfer all or any part of its interests 
in any real property that is not held in trust 
by the United States for the benefit of such 
tribe. 

(b) TRUST LAND NOT AFFECTED.—Nothing 
in this section shall— 

(1) authorize the Confederated Tribes of 
Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians, 
the Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde 

Community of Oregon, the Confederated 
Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon, the Con-
federated Tribes of Warm Springs, the Cow 
Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of Indians, the 
Klamath Tribes, and the Burns Paiute Tribes 
to lease, sell, convey, warrant, or otherwise 
transfer all or any part of an interest in any 
real property that is held in trust by the 
United States for the benefit of such tribe; or 

(2) affect the operation of any law gov-
erning leasing, selling, conveying, war-
ranting, or otherwise transferring any inter-
est in such trust land. 

f 

APPOINTMENTS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, pursuant to Public Law 94– 
201, as amended by Public Law 105–275, 
appoints the following individual as a 
member of the Board of Trustees of the 
American Folklife Center of the Li-
brary of Congress: Jay Winik of Mary-
land. 

The Chair, on behalf of the majority 
leader, pursuant to the provisions of 
Public Law 115–77, appoints the fol-
lowing individual to the Frederick 
Douglass Bicentennial Commission: 
the Honorable Tim Scott of South 
Carolina. 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, DECEMBER 
1, 2017 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m. on Friday, De-
cember 1; further, that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; finally, that following 
leader remarks, the Senate resume 
consideration of H.R. 1 under the pre-
vious order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 9:14 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
December 1, 2017, at 10 a.m. 
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HONORING BOULDER CREST RE-
TREAT FOR MILITARY AND VET-
ERAN WELLNESS 

HON. DAVID SCHWEIKERT 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to the Grand Opening of 
the Boulder Crest Retreat for Military and Vet-
eran Wellness in Sonoita, Arizona. Boulder 
Crest Retreat is a facility that provides free ac-
commodation, recreational and therapeutic ac-
tivities, and breakthrough combat stress recov-
ery programs for veterans and their families as 
they make the transition home from war. 

This desert oasis focuses on healing activi-
ties for our Nation’s bravest. Here, they have 
the opportunity to participate in a range of out-
door recreational activities such as hiking the 
Arizona Trail, and are provided with a number 
of positive growth activities including medita-
tion, journaling, and music, canine and equine 
therapies. This is complemented by Boulder 
Crest’s signature Progressive and Alternative 
Training for Healing Heroes (PATHH) pro-
grams, which is based on the science of post- 
traumatic growth. Its success is visible by the 
testimonials from those that have benefitted 
from this program. 

I would like to recognize Ken and Julia 
Falke, who founded Boulder Crest Retreat, the 
hardworking staff, volunteers and the organi-
zations that have been so charitable in funding 
these important facilities. Additionally, I would 
like to recognize the A. James and Alice B. 
Clarke Foundation’s generous donation, which 
paved the way to bring Boulder Crest Retreat 
to Southern Arizona. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a strong appreciation 
for our veterans, their families and the sac-
rifices they made so that our fellow citizens 
may enjoy the freedoms and opportunities that 
make America great. I wish only the greatest 
success for this facility going forward in its 
mission to help our service members focus on 
strong, positive growth. 

f 

A GLOBAL UPDATE ON 
ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday I held a hearing on the global chal-
lenge of Alzheimer’s Disease. There are an 
estimated 47 million people in the world living 
with Alzheimer’s disease and other forms of 
dementia—more than the entire population of 
Spain—according to a report by Alzheimer’s 
Disease International. 

And according to Dr. Marie Bernard, Deputy 
Director of the National Institute on Aging who 
we heard from yesterday, this number is esti-

mated to grow to 115 million by 2050 as popu-
lations around the world age. The total esti-
mated global cost of addressing this condition 
today is $818 billion, but by as early as next 
year, it is estimated that this cost will rise to 
at least one trillion dollars. 

Alzheimer’s is a cruel disease, robbing its 
victims of their memories and their very identi-
ties, and robbing their family and friends of the 
person they know and love. It is excruciatingly 
painful for someone to lose themselves gradu-
ally. But what of those who love them? Death 
can rob you of a loved one suddenly, but Alz-
heimer’s gradually takes them from you before 
your very eyes. There are isolated points at 
which they may be back to themselves mo-
mentarily, only to fade away once more. 

In 1999, I co-founded the Congressional 
Task Force on Alzheimer’s Disease, which I 
still co-chair today, to bring this disease to the 
forefront of the congressional agenda, ad-
vance support for federal research, and in-
crease awareness. The Task Force worked in 
partnership with the Alzheimer’s Association to 
unanimously pass the National Alzheimer’s 
Project Act (PL 111–375) which established 
an Advisory Committee of private and federal 
experts to work with the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services to comprehensively as-
sess and address Alzheimer’s research, insti-
tutional services and home and community- 
based care, with a goal to identify a cure or 
disease-modifying therapy for dementia by 
2025. Today, there are over 170 Members in 
the House and Senate. 

This year, I worked with my Task Force Co- 
Chair, Representative MAXINE WATERS, to re-
quest an increase of $414 million to the Alz-
heimer’s Research Funding at the National In-
stitutes of Health. Under HHS Appropriations 
Chairman TOM COLE’s extraordinary leader-
ship, the Fiscal Year 2018 omnibus appropria-
tions bill, passed on September 14, 2017 in-
cluded a $400 million increase for Alzheimer’s 
disease research at NIH. This would bring 
total funding to $1.814 billion. Currently funded 
at $1.4 billion, NIH spending on Alzheimer’s 
research has almost tripled since Fiscal Year 
2015, when $589 million was allocated for re-
search. 

The majority of people with Alzheimer’s or 
other forms of dementia have not received a 
diagnosis so they are unable to access the 
care and treatment they so desperately need. 
This is true in the developed world, but it is 
even truer in the developing world. Michael 
Splaine points out in his testimony that detec-
tion and diagnosis are a stubborn problem ev-
erywhere. Research shows that most people 
currently living with dementia have not re-
ceived a formal diagnosis. In high income 
countries, only 20–50% of dementia cases are 
recognized and documented in primary care. 
This ‘treatment gap’ is certainly much greater 
in low and middle income countries. Without a 
diagnosis, there can’t be treatment, care and 
organized support or opportunity to volunteer 
for clinical research. 

Of course, even when Alzheimer’s or other 
forms of dementia are diagnosed, care is too 

often fragmented, uncoordinated and unre-
sponsive to the needs of people living with this 
condition. In response, last Congress I intro-
duced the ‘‘Health Outcomes, Planning, and 
Education (HOPE) for Alzheimer’s Act’’ of 
2015 to provide Medicare coverage for a care 
planning session for patients newly-diagnosed 
with Alzheimer’s disease, family caregivers or 
legal representatives. In recognition of this 
great unmet need, this legislation garnered 
310 bipartisan cosponsors. Ultimately, Medi-
care adopted an amended version of the 
HOPE benefit in the final rule for Calendar 
Year 2017 Physician Fee Schedule. 

Of course, Alzheimer’s robs its victims not 
only of their memories and awareness, but 
also their lives. In the American Journal of 
Public Health Research survey of years of life 
lost versus number of deaths between 1995 
and 2015, annual deaths due to Alzheimer’s 
complications in the United States alone rose 
from 20,607 in 1995 to 110,568 in 2015. Dur-
ing that period, Alzheimer’s rose from the 14th 
leading cause of death among ailments in this 
country in 1995 to number six in 2015. 

This was the fourth hearing I have chaired 
on Alzheimer’s disease. On June 23, 2011 this 
Committee held a hearing on Global Strate-
gies to Combat the Devastating Health and 
Economic Impacts of Alzheimer’s Disease. On 
November 21, 2013 I chaired the Global Chal-
lenge of Alzheimer’s: The G–8 Dementia Sum-
mit and Beyond. In December 2013, the G8 
nations adopted a goal to identify a cure or 
disease-modifying therapy for dementia by 
2025, which corresponds to the U.S. National 
Alzheimer’s Project Act. The G8 agreement 
resulted in the creation of the World Dementia 
Council as a vehicle to drive forward the G8 
commitments. Despite this progress, the mas-
sive health and economic threat of Alzheimer’s 
and dementia globally is growing. On January 
15, 2014, this Committee held a hearing to 
Report on the G8 Dementia Summit. 

Yesterday’s hearing was intended to exam-
ine the existing and potential options for pre-
vention and treatment of this often devastating 
disease, and the harrowing statistics cited ear-
lier likely would be much worse in developing 
countries if they had accurate identification of 
Alzheimer’s and records of victims and deaths. 

As our hearing testimony demonstrated, 
there is hope for Alzheimer’s patients, their 
families and friends. For example, a research 
team from the Columbia University Medical 
Center in 2013 said they had finally traced 
Alzheimer’s to its earliest developmental 
stages—a discovery that they believed could 
lead to more effective treatments. In Science 
Translational Medicine two years ago, Aus-
tralian researchers explained a non-invasive 
ultrasound technology that clears the brain of 
neurotoxic amyloid plaques—structures that 
are responsible for memory loss and a decline 
in cognitive function in Alzheimer’s patients. 
By 2016, scientists at the Institute for Regen-
erative Medicine at the University of Zurich 
said they were amazed to find that patients 
treated with the highest dose of the antibody 
drug aducanumab experienced an almost 
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complete clearance of the amyloid plaques 
that prevent brain cells from communicating, 
leading to irreversible memory loss and cog-
nitive decline. 

Our witnesses yesterday told us more about 
these and other advances that offer hope that 
Alzheimer’s—if not effectively prevented—can 
at least be more successfully treated. Once 
we in developed countries can get a better 
handle on diagnosing and treating Alz-
heimer’s, we hope to share what we know 
with developing countries so their citizens can 
better escape what has in the past been a 
very bleak future for all concerned. 

While we work to prevent and find a cure for 
Alzheimer’s, we must not neglect those cur-
rently living with this disease and address the 
public health crisis we are currently facing. 
This Congress, I joined my colleagues in intro-
ducing the ‘‘Building Our Largest Dementia 
(BOLD) Infrastructure for Alzheimer’s Act’’. 
This bill establishes Alzheimer’s Centers of 
Excellence around the country, provides fund-
ing to state and local health departments to 
implement interventions and best practices 
from the Centers of Excellence; and increases 
the collection, analysis, and reporting of data 
on cognitive decline and caregiving to inform 
future public health actions. 

Additionally, I have re-introduced Kevin and 
Avonte’s Law to reauthorize and expand the 
Missing Alzheimer’s Disease Patient Alert Pro-
gram to address the issue of wandering 
among individuals with Alzheimer’s and chil-
dren with disabilities. It’s common for a person 
with Alzheimer’s to wander and/or become 
lost, and it can happen at any stage of the dis-
ease. 6 in 10 individuals with Alzheimer’s will 
wander at some point. They may try to go 
home when already there or attempt to recre-
ate a familiar routine, such as going to school 
or work. Funding from this program could be 
used to provide proactive educational pro-
graming to prevent wandering to families & 
caretakers of individuals who wander, as well 
as training to first responders in order to rec-
ognize and respond to endangered missing in-
dividuals and facilitate their rescue and recov-
ery. This funding could also be used for inno-
vative locative technology for law enforcement 
that would facilitate rescue and recovery. 

Next week, I will re-introduce the Global 
Brain Health Act to increase research on pre-
vention and treatment of autism, hydro-
cephalus, Alzheimer’s and other forms of de-
mentia. This legislation would encourage the 
building of treatment capacity for these brain 
disorders among caregivers in developing 
countries and support increased international 
cooperation in research and implementation of 
strategies on prevention and treatment. These 
actions also would benefit those with these 
disorders here in the United States. 

f 

HONORING MS. PAULA VAN NESS 

HON. ELIZABETH H. ESTY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor Paula Van Ness upon her 
retirement as the President and CEO of the 
Connecticut Community Foundation after six 
tremendous years of leading and growing the 
organization. During her tenure, Paula 

oversaw the organization’s growth into a more 
supporting group. 

Prior to joining the Connecticut Community 
Foundation in 2012, Paula had worked with 
nonprofits for more than four decades, includ-
ing Make-A-Wish America, the Starlight Chil-
dren’s Foundation, and as the founding presi-
dent of the National AIDS Fund, which has 
grown into AIDS United. The Connecticut 
Community Foundation, founded in 1923, 
serves twenty-one towns across the Greater 
Waterbury and Litchfield Hills region. The 
Foundation supports local nonprofits with 
grants, administrative resources, and strategic 
guidance that ensures those organizations can 
maximize their impact on the community. In 
2016, the Foundation awarded 471 grants to-
taling $2.4 million. 

Over the course of her leadership, Paula 
has been instrumental in the Foundation’s 
growing role in our community, especially by 
developing key relationships with local and 
state government officials. She has also man-
aged to ensure the Foundation meets the 
needs of the broad range of nonprofits it 
serves, from essential human services to arts 
and culture. 

Mr. Speaker, Paula Van Ness has been a 
visionary leader of the Connecticut Community 
Foundation for the past six years, and her 
work has strengthened the Greater Waterbury 
and Litchfield Hills communities. Therefore, it 
is fitting and proper that we honor her here 
today. 

f 

BOULDER CREST RETREAT ARI-
ZONA FOR MILITARY AND VET-
ERAN WELLNESS 

HON. MARTHA McSALLY 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, earlier this 
month, I had the honor to meet with the lead-
ership team of Boulder Crest Retreat for Mili-
tary and Veteran Wellness in beautiful 
Sonoita, Arizona. 

The 130-acre retreat is nestled in a riparian 
valley in southern Arizona just 60 miles south 
of Tucson, Arizona. This beautiful facility is the 
second rural retreat established to provide free 
respite, activities and programs for our na-
tion’s seriously Wounded Warriors and their 
family members. Boulder Crest provides pri-
vate accommodations, recreational and heal-
ing activities focused on the science of 
posttraumatic growth for approximately 700 
personnel each year. The retreat has much to 
offer including: 

Three beautiful homes that can accommo-
date up to six people and are available for 2 
to 7 night stays; 

A lodge where guests can gather to connect 
with other families and participate in programs; 

Extensive outdoor amenities that include an 
archery range, nature trails, playground, or-
ganic garden, bird sanctuary and fishing pond; 

Recreational activities and programs include 
nature walks, fishing, archery, gardening, 
swimming and kayaking in the nearby Parker 
Canyon and Patagonia lakes, hiking the Ari-
zona Trail; and 

Numerous healing activities for combat 
stress and first responder recovery to include 
yoga, meditation, journaling, art and music 

therapy, canine, and equine assistance ther-
apy. 

Retired U.S. Navy bomb disposal expert, 
Master Chief Ken Falke and his wife Julia 
came up with the idea after numerous visits to 
severely wounded EOD personnel at Walter 
Reed National Military Medical Center. 

The Falkes founded the EOD Warrior Foun-
dation and wanted to provide a place where 
Wounded Warriors and their family members 
could escape their grueling treatment sched-
ules and find solace outside of the hospital. 

Boulder Crest Retreat Virginia has hosted 
over 3,000 personnel in four years since open-
ing Boulder Crest Retreat Virginia and we are 
very excited to bring their success to Arizona. 
Please also know that a $10 million gift was 
provided to make this happen by the A. James 
and Alice B. Clark Foundation in Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

I would like to take a moment to honor Ken 
and Julia Falke, the staff, the volunteers, and 
donors for making this idea a reality. 

I am proud to have this remarkable facility 
in my state. God bless our troops and God 
bless the United States of America. 

I would like to include in the RECORD the fol-
lowing press release on receipt of a trans-
formational $10 million donation from the A. 
James and Alice B. Clark Foundation to heal 
combat veterans and their family members: 

(From PRNewswire, July 6, 2017) 

A. JAMES AND ALICE B. CLARK FOUNDATION 
PROVIDES $10 MILLION TRANSFORMATIONAL 
DONATION TO HEAL COMBAT VETERANS AND 
THEIR FAMILY MEMBERS 

BOULDER CREST RETREAT EXPANDS OUT WEST 

SONOITA, AZ.—Today, Boulder Crest Re-
treat announces a $10 million donation from 
the A. James and Alice B. Clark Foundation. 
This is the largest gift in Boulder Crest Re-
treat’s history. The gift provides the capac-
ity to expand its programs to the western 
United States for veterans and families who 
are healing from combat-related stress. 

After 16 years of war, the longest in Amer-
ican history, it is estimated that 2.1 million 
combat veterans and family members strug-
gle with invisible wounds. With only 50 per-
cent of those struggling willing to seek help 
from the mental health system, Boulder 
Crest Retreat offers a non-clinical, acces-
sible, acceptable, and effective approach that 
ensures veterans and their family members 
can make peace with the past, live in the 
present, and plan for a great future at home. 

The $10 million donation enables Boulder 
Crest Retreat to double the number of people 
they serve in their current Virginia facility 
and expand geographically by helping to sup-
port the purchase a newly remodeled 130-acre 
Apache Springs Ranch just 45 minutes south 
of Tucson, Arizona in the beautiful town of 
Sonoita. 

Four years ago, the Foundation provided a 
donation of $250,000 to Boulder Crest Retreat 
to build the first of four log cabins in 
Bluemont, Virginia. One year later, the 
Foundation donated $1.25 million to con-
struct the A. James Clark Lodge in 
Bluemont. These donations enabled Boulder 
Crest Retreat to host more than 2,600 combat 
veterans and family members to date. 

Halfway through an 18-month longitudinal 
study conducted by leading psychologists Dr. 
Richard Tedeschi and Dr. Bret Moore, it is 
clear that Boulder Crest’s PATHH (Progres-
sive and Alternative Training for Healing 
Heroes) programs deliver results that far 
outpace the status quo, and represent a 
ground breaking and scalable solution for 
PTSD and combat-related stress. 
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The results of this study led the board of 

directors at Boulder Crest Retreat on a stra-
tegic mission to scale their success nation-
wide. The Foundation’s investment allows 
Boulder Crest Retreat to expand and work 
with other organizations around the nation 
that are interested in adopting the Boulder 
Crest Retreat Warrior PATHH curriculum. 

‘‘We are humbled beyond words and hon-
ored by the decision of the A. James and 
Alice B. Clark Foundation directors. The 
Clarks are true patriots and philan-
thropists—I personally know their passion 
for serving our nation’s military,’’ says Ken 
Falke, chairman and founder of Boulder 
Crest Retreat. ‘‘This gift will change the 
lives of tens of thousands of military and 
veteran family members, and allow them to 
live the great lives they deserve.’’ 

Boulder Crest Retreat provides combat 
veterans and their families with a strength- 
based healing and recharging program. These 
programs come in two forms—PATHH pro-
grams which are based on the science of 
Posttraumatic Growth (PTG), a proven 
framework to transform times of deep strug-
gle into profound strength and lifelong 
growth. PATHH programs are free and in-
clude Warrior PATHH, Family PATHH, Cou-
ples PATHH, and Caregiver PATHH. In addi-
tion to its PATHH suite of programs, Boul-
der Crest Retreat devotes a portion of each 
calendar year to Family Rest and Reconnec-
tion (R&R) Retreats. These free retreats are 
2–7 nights in length and provide families 
with the opportunity to rest, reconnect, re-
charge, and grow—together. 

The A. James and Alice B. Clark Founda-
tion, formerly the Clark Charitable Founda-
tion, provides investments to help hard 
workers with a drive to achieve. The Foun-
dation seeks out grantees that build prac-
tical, immediate, and concrete connections 
between effort and opportunity—from cre-
ating scholarships for engineering students, 
to improving schools for D.C.’s children, to 
providing veteran reintegration programs. 

‘‘Our mission has always been to enrich 
the lives of people in our community and to 
give back,’’ explains Bob Flanagan of the A. 
James and Alice B. Clark Foundation. ‘‘Our 
team has witnessed the beauty, attention to 
detail, and impact of Boulder Crest Retreat 
Virginia and is very excited to provide this 
gift in Mr. Clark’s honor to help replicate 
Boulder Crest Retreat in Arizona.’’ 

ABOUT THE A. JAMES AND ALICE B. CLARK 
FOUNDATION 

We believe in the power of hard work. This 
conviction enabled our founder, A. James 
Clark, to grow a local construction company 
into a national success. And it guides the 
philanthropic giving we continue in his name 
today. At the A. James and Alice B. Clark 
Foundation, we invest to help hard workers 
with a drive to achieve. We seek out grantees 
who build practical, immediate and concrete 
connections between effort and oppor-
tunity—from scholarships for engineering 
students, to better schools for D.C.’s children 
to veteran reintegration programs. Then we 
give our grantees the resources and auton-
omy they need to succeed, holding them to 
the highest expectations on behalf of the in-
dividuals they serve. For more information 
about the A. James and Alice B. Clark Foun-
dation, please visit http:// 
www.clarkfoundationdc.org. 

ABOUT BOULDER CREST 
Boulder Crest Retreat Foundation owns 

and operates two rural sanctuaries that pro-
vide free accommodations, recreational, and 
therapeutic activities, and breakthrough 
combat stress recovery programs to help our 
nation’s military and veteran personnel and 
their families thrive and live great lives— 
full of passion, purpose, and service—here at 

home in the aftermath of war. Boulder Crest 
Retreat Virginia is a 37-acre facility located 
in the foothills of the Blue Ridge Mountains 
in Bluemont, Virginia, just 50 miles west of 
Washington, D.C. Boulder Crest Retreat Ari-
zona is a 130-acre ranch located just 45 min-
utes south of Tucson, Arizona in Sonoita. 
Boulder Crest is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit organi-
zation and is entirely funded through private 
donations from individuals, foundations and 
corporations. For more information about 
Boulder Crest Retreat, please visit http:// 
www.bouldercrestretreat.org. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE RETIREMENT 
OF EVA LYNNE DISBRO 

HON. BOB GOODLATTE 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to extend my congratulations to Eva Lynne 
Disbro of Collegedale, Tennessee, on her re-
tirement after nearly 40 years at McKee Foods 
Corporation. Ms. Disbro retires from the posi-
tion of Vice President of Human Resources to 
the family-owned bakery of snack cakes, gra-
nola, and many other baked goods. In her cur-
rent role, she manages over 6,000 employees 
across Tennessee, Arkansas, Virginia, and Ar-
izona. During her time at McKee Foods, she 
helped launch the company’s Government Re-
lations team and oversaw the establishment of 
a new bakery in Stuart’s Draft, Virginia, which 
now employs about a thousand people in the 
Shenandoah Valley of Virginia. It is truly an 
honor to represent McKee Foods and its dedi-
cated employees in Virginia’s Sixth District. 

Ms. Disbro’s future plans include partici-
pating in church mission trips and serving as 
an active member of the Board of Trustees to 
Laurelbrook Academy in Dayton, Tennessee. 
She is also determined to write at least two 
books in the coming years. Throughout her re-
tirement, she also plans to spend ample time 
with her grandchildren and extended family. 

Thank you to Eva Lynne Disbro for her dec-
ades of dedication to her colleagues and com-
munity. I wish her a healthy and joyous 
retirement. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LIFE OF WESLEY 
LEE FOX 

HON. H. MORGAN GRIFFITH 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in tribute 
to the life of Wesley Lee Fox of Blacksburg, 
Virginia. Colonel Fox died on November 24, 
2017 at the age of 86. He devoted his life to 
his country and the United States Marine 
Corps. The many decorations he earned 
throughout his storied career included the 
highest military award our country can give, 
the Medal of Honor. 

Colonel Fox always sought action through-
out his career. Growing up as a farm boy in 
Virginia, he was inspired to enlist by his cous-
in’s service during World War II. After com-
pleting basic training at Parris Island, he 
fought in Korea and was wounded. The war 
ended, but he remained in the Marines. 

When the Vietnam War intensified, Colonel 
Fox knew he wanted to be on the front lines. 
He received a temporary commission as sec-
ond lieutenant and served for a time advising 
South Vietnamese forces. Eventually he 
achieved his goal of taking the fight to the 
enemy by assuming command of a Marine 
rifle company. 

On February 22, 1969, Colonel Fox’s com-
pany came under heavy fire from a larger, hid-
den enemy force in the A Shau Valley. His 
company at that time had less than 90 men 
active out of 240. According to his Medal of 
Honor citation, he steered the unit into a better 
position to prepare a plan of attack. Colonel 
Fox and many of the company’s leaders were 
wounded when it went into action, but he cool-
ly continued to lead his men in the fight. After 
his company fought off the enemy, Colonel 
Fox refused medical attention while other 
wounded Marines were evacuated. In the 
words of the citation, ‘‘His indomitable cour-
age, inspiring initiative, and unwavering devo-
tion to duty in the face of grave personal dan-
ger inspired his marines to such aggressive 
action that they overcame all enemy resist-
ance and destroyed a large bunker complex.’’ 

After Colonel Fox retired from the Marines 
in 1993, he served for eight years as Deputy 
Commandant of Cadets at Virginia Tech. He 
also wrote three books and spoke regularly 
with high school classes about his experi-
ences. I had the honor of meeting Colonel Fox 
at a ceremony recognizing him with the unveil-
ing of a Medal of Honor postage stamp at the 
Blacksburg Post Office in 2015. 

Colonel Fox leaves his wife of 56 years, 
Dotti, his three daughters, and nine grand-
children, as he goes now to rest with the he-
roes at Arlington National Cemetery. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. PRAMILA JAYAPAL 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I was absent in 
the House Chamber for Roll Call votes 640 
and 641 on Wednesday, November 29, 2017 
as a result of the flu. Had I been present, I 
would have voted Nay on these two votes. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THERON GERTZ FOR 
THE MONTANA CONGRESSIONAL 
VETERAN COMMENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Theron ‘‘David’’ Gertz of Butte for 
the Montana Congressional Veteran Com-
mendation for his service to his country and 
leadership in his community. 

Mr. Gertz joined the United States Navy in 
1986 where he served two West-Pac tours. In 
1989, he was on leave in Paris, France during 
Bastille Day celebrations when his hotel 
caught fire. Thanks to his shipboard fire-
fighting training, he was one of the first to be-
come aware of the fire and helped alert and 
save others. 
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Mr. Gertz was honorably discharged in 1990 

and continues to serve. He is a role model to 
younger generations as a high school coun-
selor to military dependents at Kadena Air 
Base in Okinawa, Japan. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending David Gertz for his dedication 
and service. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF PULMONARY 
HYPERTENSION AWARENESS 
MONTH 

HON. KEVIN BRADY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of Pulmonary Hyper-
tension Awareness Month and the outstanding 
work the Pulmonary Hypertension Association 
(PHA) including the Lone Star Chapter of The 
Woodlands, TX, has done during the last six-
teen years in the fight against the rare, debili-
tating disease known as pulmonary hyper-
tension (PH). 

PH was first brought to my attention by my 
friend, Jack Stibbs, whose daughter, Emily, 
had been recently diagnosed at an early age. 
Due to Emily’s early diagnosis, she has been 
able to lead a relatively normal life and Emily 
has recently graduated college. However, not 
all patients are as fortunate. 

PH is high blood pressure that occurs in the 
arteries of the lungs. The disease reflects the 
pressure the heart must apply to pump blood 
from the heart through the arteries of the 
lungs. As with a tangled hose, pressure builds 
up and backs up, forcing the heart to work 
harder and less oxygen to reach the body. PH 
symptoms generally include fatigue, dizziness, 
and shortness of breath with the severity of 
the disease correlating with its progression. If 
left undiagnosed or untreated, PH can lead to 
heart failure and death. 

Investment in medical research and sus-
tained scientific progress in this area has led 
to fourteen Food and Drug Administration-ap-
proved targeted treatment options for two 
forms of PH. When individuals are diagnosed 
with PH quickly and begin appropriate therapy, 
their prognosis and life-expectancy improve 
dramatically. However, it currently takes an 
average of two and a half years to receive a 
diagnosis and three quarters of patients have 
severe PH when they are finally diagnosed. 

Without treatment, historical studies have 
shown a mean survival time of 2.8 years after 
diagnosis for pulmonary arterial hypertension 
(PAH). Patients with advanced PH cannot 
benefit as greatly from available therapies and 
often face dramatic and costly medical inter-
ventions, including 24-hour IV infused medica-
tion, increased risk for hospitalization and in 
some cases heart-lung transplantation. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing November as Pul-
monary Hypertension Awareness Month and 
continuing to support federal activities that im-
prove the lives of patients impacted by PH, in-
cluding research programs at the National In-
stitutes of Health and the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention. 

CONGRATULATING DR. BETTIE 
TRUITT ON HER RETIREMENT 
FROM BLACK HAWK COLLEGE 

HON. CHERI BUSTOS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate Dr. Bettie Truitt on her retirement 
from Black Hawk College in Moline, Illinois. 
For 29 years, Dr. Truitt has demonstrated a 
strong commitment to education. She has in-
fluenced the lives of thousands of students 
over the course of her career, and her efforts 
have resulted in many improvements to the 
college and the surrounding community. 

Dr. Truitt began her distinguished career at 
Black Hawk College in 1989 as an instructor 
in the Mathematics Department, and she has 
held various academic and administrative po-
sitions in the following years. In 2007, Dr. 
Truitt began working as Dean for Instruction 
and Student Services, and was promoted to 
Executive Vice President in 2012. She has 
served as President of Black Hawk College 
since 2014. Dr. Truitt played an instrumental 
role in expanding the programs offered at 
Black Hawk College. This included the open-
ing of a $13 million Health Sciences Center at 
the Quad Cities Campus in Moline and a $6.9 
million Veterinary Technology Center at Black 
Hawk College’s East Campus in Galva. Dr. 
Truitt also made a significant impact on Black 
Hawk College’s transfer program, which allows 
students to seamlessly transfer the college 
credit that they earned affordably at the com-
munity college to any participating four-year 
college. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to recognize 
Dr. Bettie Truitt for her commitment to inspir-
ing the next generation of students. Dr. Truitt 
has undoubtedly made a difference in the lives 
of her students, and her retirement will be a 
significant loss to Black Hawk College and the 
community. I congratulate her on a well- 
earned retirement and wish her the very best 
in her future endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on 
November 29, 2017 I missed a series of Roll 
Call votes. Had I been present, I would have 
voted YEA on No. 640 and 641. 

f 

IN APPRECIATION OF IDAHO HU-
MANITIES COUNCIL EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR RICK ARDINGER 

HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 
OF IDAHO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the service of Rick Ardinger, the ex-
ecutive director of the Idaho Humanities Coun-
cil. I wish to congratulate him on his retirement 
after 26 years of service leading the state’s ef-

forts to promote and inspire the study of his-
tory, literature, philosophy, jurisprudence, cul-
tural anthropology, comparative religion, art 
history and criticism, music history and other 
interpretive disciplines. 

A Massachusetts native, Rick moved to 
Idaho to pursue a Master of Fine Arts degree 
in creative writing and quickly acclimated to 
the local writing scene. In 1976, Rick and his 
wife Rosalind started producing a literary pub-
lication, The Limberlost Review. The publica-
tion quickly turned into the Limberlost Press, 
an independent publishing company that has 
produced books by Pulitzer Prize winning nov-
elist John Updike and Idaho native Sherman 
Alexie, among others. 

Rick joined the Idaho Humanities Council 
staff in 1991, and became executive director 
in 1996. During his tenure, the IHC broadened 
its outreach not only by awarding grants for 
humanities projects and programs throughout 
the state, but also by sponsoring a number of 
flagship council-conducted initiatives to bring 
attention to the importance of lifelong learning 
in the humanities. 

Under Rick’s leadership, the Council also 
launched a successful $1 million fundraising 
campaign to establish an Endowment for Hu-
manities Education with the Idaho Community 
Foundation, providing a sustainable source of 
support for the Council’s annual, weeklong, 
residential summer institutes and workshops in 
the humanities for K–12 teachers. In 1997, the 
Council held its first annual Distinguished Hu-
manities Lecture and Dinner in Boise, an 
event which has brought to Boise a long list of 
nationally prominent novelists, journalists, and 
historians to speak before hundreds of sup-
porters every fall. 

In addition to the annual event in Boise, the 
Council also hosts Distinguished Humanities 
Lectures in Twin Falls, Idaho Falls, and Coeur 
d’Alene. The Council also sponsors statewide 
reading and conversations programs, supports 
the work of the City Clubs of Idaho Falls and 
Boise, brings annual tours of Smithsonian 
traveling exhibitions to the state, hosts an on-
going Humanities Speakers Bureau, and funds 
the statewide annual ‘‘Let’s Talk About It’’ pro-
gram in partnership with the Idaho Commis-
sion for Libraries. For several years, the Coun-
cil has underwritten Idaho Public Television 
programming, and has produced a number of 
publications that have explored Idaho history 
and recently an anthology of essays about the 
meaning of wilderness in Idaho. 

As a supporter of local and national arts and 
humanities programs, I consider Rick a friend 
and an advocate for sharing Idaho’s cultural 
significance with the world. It’s hard to imagine 
the Idaho Humanities Council without Rick, but 
I know he leaves the organization in a good 
place. For his enduring service to our great 
state, I thank and congratulate him. 

f 

REQUIRING COMPLETION OF 
TRAINING PROGRAM IN WORK-
PLACE RIGHTS AND RESPON-
SIBILITIES 

SPEECH OF 

HON. PRAMILA JAYAPAL 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 29, 2017 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
support H. Res. 630, which would require that 
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each member of Congress, as well as officers 
and employees of the House of Representa-
tives, complete anti-harassment training each 
session of Congress. We are in a watershed 
moment in our country and we in Congress 
must draw a line in the sand and make it clear 
that sexual harassment will not be tolerated. 

We have witnessed countless accusations 
come out in the news about high-profile indi-
viduals, and millions of women around the 
country have opened old wounds and shared 
their stories to show just how systemic this 
problem truly is. Congress is not impervious. 
Accusations against current and former mem-
bers have flooded the news, and it has high-
lighted how insufficient our sexual harassment 
prevention and remediation processes have 
been in both the House and the Senate. 

I am proud to join so many of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle in support 
of this resolution, which is the first step in cre-
ating an environment on Capitol Hill that is 
safe and supportive for everyone. However, 
we must not let this be our last action. We 
cannot introduce this bill and wash our hands 
of the problem. We must continue to work in 
a bipartisan manner to improve the complaint 
and investigation procedures in both cham-
bers, and we must evaluate the rules and 
scope of the Ethics Committee to ensure the 
committee is fully staffed and prepared to 
evaluate sexual harassment cases in a timely 
manner. We need to implement a process that 
does not silence women, but gives them a 
voice and allows them to be heard. 

And, together we must condemn this behav-
ior—regardless of party. We must show that 
we are united in our commitment to dismantle 
this system that has shielded perpetrators for 
so long. We must stand with survivors and de-
mand justice. Today we are showing that we 
want to ensure that this process starts within 
the halls of Congress. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. GENE BELL FOR 
THE MONTANA CONGRESSIONAL 
VETERAN COMMENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Gene Bell from Belgrade for the 
Montana Congressional Veteran Commenda-
tion for his service to his country and leader-
ship in his community. 

Mr. Bell joined the United States Marine 
Corps during the height of World War II. He 
served in the operation to liberate Guam and 
fought at Iwo Jima. His service to country did 
not stop when he finished his military career. 

Mr. Bell is a member of the Iwo Jima Sur-
vivors Association and frequently travels and 
speaks about his experiences. Mr. Bell is de-
scribed by his friends as a walking, talking 
Marine Corps advertisement who is knowl-
edgeable and well-spoken. He has a positive 
outlook, and is a gentleman to everyone he 
meets. 

I ask my colleagues today to join me in 
commending Gene Bell for his dedication and 
service. 

WELCOMING RABBI DAVID SIFF TO 
SOUTH FLORIDA 

HON. LOIS FRANKEL 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to welcome Temple Torat Emet’s 
new Rabbi, David Siff, to the South Florida 
community. 

Rabbi Siff has been an inspiration to Jewish 
communities across the country, from South 
Carolina to Philadelphia, and now he joins us 
here in Boynton Beach. Since receiving his 
rabbinic ordination in 2006 and a Ph.D. in 
Jewish Philosophy in 2009, both from the Jew-
ish Theological Seminary in New York City, he 
has cultivated a culture of warmth and inclu-
siveness for everyone in the community. 
Rabbi Siff has been key in developing Shab-
bat and holiday programming that engages 
families with young children, promoting a vi-
brant and hopeful future for the American Jew-
ish community. His dedication to Tikkun Olam, 
or repairing the world, will be a great asset to 
the Temple and to South Florida. 

Temple Torat Emet and the rest of the Jew-
ish community of South Florida is lucky to 
have Rabbi Siff, and I’d like to join them in ex-
tending him a warm welcome. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF SHERIFF DAVID C. 
HOBBS, JEFFERSON COUNTY 
FLORIDA 

HON. AL LAWSON, JR. 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. LAWSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to an individual who has 
made a remarkable impact on Jefferson Coun-
ty, and indeed all of Florida, Sheriff David C. 
Hobbs who passed away on Monday, Novem-
ber 27, 2017 at the age of 58, due to com-
plications from cancer. 

Sheriff Hobbs was a dedicated public serv-
ant who served his country in the U.S. Marine 
Corps and his community as Sheriff for four 
terms. I honor his service and all law enforce-
ment officers for risking their lives to keep oth-
ers safe. 

Sheriff Hobbs was born and raised in Monti-
cello, Florida. He was a graduate of the Flor-
ida Highway Patrol Academy and a member of 
the Florida Highway Patrol for 11 years. He 
served as a Deputy Sheriff of the Jefferson 
County Sheriff’s Office for eight years and was 
elected Sheriff in 2004 and was re-elected 
subsequently. 

He promoted legislation requiring state driv-
ers’ licenses and identification cards to rapidly 
identify sexual offenders who prey on children. 
For many years, he sponsored the Cops & 
Kids program which provided bicycles to many 
underprivileged children at Christmas. He also 
implemented Project Lifesaver in Jefferson 
County, to aid in the search for persons with 
special needs. Additionally, Sheriff Hobbs 
began the Ag Watch Program in late 2014 to 
assist the agricultural community in the pre-
vention of the loss of livestock and equipment 
as well as recovery of any property loss. 

Florida Governor Rick Scott recognized his 
talents and value by appointing him to the 

Criminal Justice Standards and Training Com-
mission in 2014. It is fitting that the Governor 
has ordered the State and U.S. flags to be 
flown at half-staff at the Jefferson County 
Courthouse, Monticello City Hall, the Jefferson 
County Sheriff’s Office and the State Capitol in 
Tallahassee from sunrise to sunset through 
the day of Sheriff Hobbs’ funeral service on 
Saturday, December 2, 2017. 

Mr. Speaker, Sheriff Hobbs had a larger 
than life personality, which explains the larger 
than life void that Jefferson County and the 
citizens of the state of Florida are feeling. His 
loyalty and love to his family, God and com-
munity, will be remembered and Sheriff 
Hobbs’ spirit and attitude will be truly missed. 

f 

HONORING THE LATE ROBERT LEE 
BROWN, JR. 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
the late Robert Lee Brown, Jr., who passed 
away peacefully on Tuesday, July 11, 2017 
and will be interred in the Arlington National 
Cemetery for his service to our nation in the 
United States Army. 

Robert Lee Brown was born on July 21, 
1938, the third child of Robert and Minerva 
Brown. In his early age, he was baptized in 
Brodnax, Virginia and received his early edu-
cation in Brunswick County, Virginia. 

Mr. Brown and his siblings believed firmly 
that happiness must be found in service to 
others and that the most noble professions re-
quired public service. His sister was an ele-
mentary school teacher. He and his brothers 
contributed over 100 years of combined mili-
tary service to our nation. 

In 1956, Mr. Brown reached the age of 18 
and was drafted in the United States Army, 
initially serving at the Army Depot in Rich-
mond, Virginia. In time, his service took him 
on tours through Korea, Panama; and he 
served in Vietnam during the Vietnam. 

Robert also spent fifteen years of his mili-
tary service at the Military District of Wash-
ington Ceremonies and Special Events in 
Washington, D.C. where he retired from the 
United States Army in 1989. After his retire-
ment, he accepted a position as Super-
intendent of the Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home 
National Cemetery in Washington, D.C. 

In 1962, Robert Brown married his best 
friend, Yvonne Mushaw, to whom he devoted 
54 years until the day of his passing. To-
gether, Robert and Yvonne had two sons, 
Darrell and Derreck Brown, both of whom 
Robert was extremely proud. 

Following his second retirement, Robert and 
Yvonne returned to Brodnax, Virginia where 
he dedicated himself to the Miles Bethel Me-
morial CME Church as a member of the Stew-
ard Board, President of the Men’s Chorus, and 
Chairperson for Ministry of Men. He also of-
fered his skills to Oris P. Jones Funeral Estab-
lishment. 

I want to recognize and offer my condo-
lences to Robert’s surviving family: his widow, 
Yvonne, his son Darrell and daughter-in-law 
Robin Pena Brown, his son Derreck and friend 
Christopher Johnson; aunts, Alma Jenkins- 
Davis, and Mary Boyd-Lewis Salley; brothers, 
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Willard Tanner (Christine) and James Brown 
(Bessie); brother-in-law, Frederick Mushaw 
(Shirley); sister-in-law, Josephine Tanner; and 
cousins, nieces and nephews. 

Today, on behalf of California’s 13th Con-
gressional District, I join the family and friends 
of Robert Lee Brown, Jr. in celebrating his life 
of service and sacrifice. I offer my sincerest 
gratitude to Mr. Robert Lee Brown, Jr. for his 
selfless dedication to our nation. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. VICKY HARTZLER 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, on Wednes-
day, November 29, 2017, I was unable to vote 
due to my attendance at an event with the 
President. Had I been present, I would have 
voted as follows: on Roll Call no. 640, YEA, 
and on Roll Call no. 641, YEA. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF THE LIFE OF 
HAROLD DEON POWELL 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for the House’s attention to recognize the 
life of my friend, Mr. Harold Deon Powell. 

Harold passed away unexpectedly earlier 
this month in Italy while on an economic de-
velopment trip with the Alabama Department 
of Commerce representing the State of Ala-
bama and Macon County. 

Harold was born on September 2, 1974 in 
Cleveland, Ohio to Harold L. and Willa Mae 
Powell. Soon after, his family moved to Short-
er, Alabama, where he was educated in the 
Macon County public school system and at-
tended Tuskegee University. 

Harold lived in Shorter, Alabama and served 
as the Town Clerk of Shorter with his mother, 
Willa Mae, the Mayor of the Town of Shorter. 
He also served as the Secretary-Treasurer of 
the Macon County Economic Development 
Authority. 

Harold had his own local Sunday morning 
talk radio show on WBIL AM–580 to keep his 
listeners informed with commentary on rel-
evant news both nationally and locally. He 
was a licensed real estate broker and instruc-
tor and founded Powell Properties. 

Harold was committed to his community and 
worked hard to make a difference. He was 
also very active in politics and served as the 
first African American National Vice-President 
and later President of the College Democrats 
of America. He worked on several Federal and 
local campaigns as well. 

On November 27th, friends and family gath-
ered at the Tuskegee University Chapel to cel-
ebrate his life. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in remembering 
and honoring the life of Harold Powell. 

CELEBRATING BEULAH MELOCHE’S 
111TH BIRTHDAY 

HON. ELISE M. STEFANIK 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
celebrate Beulah Meloche for turning 111 
years old. 

Ms. Meloche was born on November 23, 
1906, in the town of Chazy, New York. At the 
time of her birth, Teddy Roosevelt was presi-
dent and the average life expectancy was only 
47 years. Having grown up in Plattsburgh, Ms. 
Meloche now resides happily at the 
RiverLedge Health Care Rehabilitation Center 
in Ogdensburg, New York. 

As a supercentenarian, Ms. Meloche is one 
of only about 70 like her in the United States. 
On behalf of New York’s 21st District, I am 
proud to wish Ms. Meloche all the best on her 
birthday. Her longevity is a testament to the 
human spirit and an inspiration for the country. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BILLY LONG 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, 
November 29, 2017, I was unable to vote on 
any legislative measures because I was ac-
companying the President for a speech in Mis-
souri. Had I been present, I would have voted 
the following: 

(Roll no. 640) On ordering the previous 
question providing for consideration of H.R. 
3017—Brownfields Enhancement, Economic 
Redevelopment, and Reauthorization Act, and 
H.R. 3905—Minnesota’s Economic Rights in 
the Superior National Forest Act, I would have 
voted yes. 

(Roll no. 641) On adoption of the combined 
rule providing for consideration of H.R. 3017— 
Brownfields Enhancement, Economic Redevel-
opment, and Reauthorization Act, and H.R. 
3905—Minnesota’s Economic Rights in the 
Superior National Forest Act, I would have 
voted yes. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF SHERIFF DAVID HOBBS 

HON. NEAL P. DUNN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Jefferson County Sheriff David Hobbs, 
who passed away this week after a brave bat-
tle with cancer. 

Sheriff Hobbs loved Jefferson County and 
its people. He was born and raised there. He 
served the County and the state of Florida in 
law enforcement for more than 30 years, in-
cluding 11 with Florida Highway Patrol and 8 
years as a deputy sheriff in Jefferson County. 
He was first elected Sheriff in 2004. He was 
also a Marine Corps reservist. 

Sheriff Hobbs dedicated his life to serving 
and protecting others, putting himself in 

harm’s way so others could live safe and free. 
And he truly loved his colleagues at the Sher-
iff’s office. Serving in law enforcement is not 
just a job. For him, it was a calling. 

In later years, Sheriff Hobbs was passion-
ately involved with the American Cancer Soci-
ety, spreading awareness by sharing his story 
battling the disease. 

We owe Sheriff Hobbs a great debt of grati-
tude. Please join me in honoring the life and 
legacy of Jefferson County Sheriff David 
Hobbs. 

f 

REVEREND LARRY DUNHAM, 
O.F.M. CELEBRATES HIS FIF-
TIETH JUBILEE OF PROFESSION 
OF VOWS 

HON. JEFF FORTENBERRY 
OF NEBRASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, on Au-
gust 16, 2017, Reverend Larry Dunham, 
O.F.M., observed his 50th anniversary of the 
profession as a member of the Order of Friars 
Minor commonly known as the Roman Catho-
lic Order of the Franciscans. Since 2013, Fa-
ther Dunham has served the people of Wash-
ington, D.C. as Guardian and Commissary of 
the Franciscan Monastery of the Holy Land in 
America with devotion and dignity. 

In this capacity, he has provided for the 
spiritual, pastoral and temporal assistance of 
residents of the city, including the develop-
ment of a volunteer-run city farm that provided 
over 13,000 pounds of fresh produce for the 
city’s low-income residents. Prior to his current 
role, Father Dunham served his nation self-
lessly as a chaplain in the United States Navy 
during Desert Shield and Desert Storm, as 
Provincial Minister of the Our Lady of Guada-
lupe Province from 2000 to 2009 and as 
President of the English Speaking Conference 
of the Order from 2003 to 2005. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate and applaud 
Reverend Larry Dunham, O.F.M. for his 50 
years of dedicated, spiritual service. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MICHAEL LAWSON 
FOR THE MONTANA CONGRES-
SIONAL VETERAN COMMENDA-
TION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Michael Lawson of Butte for the 
Montana Congressional Veteran Commenda-
tion for his service to his country and leader-
ship in his community. 

Mr. Lawson joined the United States Marine 
Corps in 1966 and served in the Vietnam War. 
He was awarded the Bronze Star and Purple 
Heart. After being honorably discharged in 
1969, Mr. Lawson devoted much of his time 
serving veterans in his community. 

Mr. Lawson is a leading coordinator for vet-
eran celebrations in the Butte-Silver Bow area. 
He is active in the Marine Corps League, 
United Veterans Council, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, and the American Legion. Mr. Lawson 
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is also a DAV driver and chairman of the Ma-
rine Corps Reserve’s Toys for Tots program. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Michael Lawson for his dedica-
tion and service. 

f 

VETERANS ESTEEM TEAM 

HON. PAUL MITCHELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
the Veterans in my district, and those who 
support them. Earlier this month, I attended a 
Veterans Esteem Team meeting in Lapeer 
County. 

It is a dinner organized and prepared by 
local Junior High and High School students 
from North Branch, Almont, and Dryden to 
honor area veterans. Those who have served 
our nation are the best one percent this coun-
try produces. Words will never be adequate to 
capture the debt of gratitude owed to the men 
and women of our military who have enabled 
our nation to continue to be safe and pros-
perous. I’m honored to serve them, and the 
students in my district who took the time to 
recognize and organize this event for our vet-
erans. 

Therefore, I would like to include in the 
RECORD the names of students and sponsors 
of the Veterans Esteem Team: 

Veterans Esteem Team Board Members— 
President: Benjamin Koning, Vice-President: 
Brian Garner, Secretary: Robert Heugh, 
Treasurer: Wayne Jacobs, Director: Glenn 
Ream. 

Veterans Esteem Team North Branch chap-
ter: Mr. Robert Heugh—Advisor, Darius 
Boulton, Liberty Cooper, Ms. Dusty Olivia 
Heugh, Gabe Hutchins, Ayden Marshall, Eliza-
beth Oland, Logan Sawson, Peyton Shepherd, 
Valerie Trombley, Spencer Wesch, Karter 
Shingledecker, Jack Enen, Ryan Rogers. 

Veterans Esteem Team Almont chapter: Mr. 
John Reinhard—Advisor, Hannah Chaney, 
Seth McCarthy, Emily Kruk, Josh Boyd. 

Veterans Esteem Team Dryden chapter: 
Abigail Koning. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
LESLEE ATIRAM 

HON. BONNIE WATSON COLEMAN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the memory of Leslee 
Atiram who sadly passed away on November 
10, 2017. 

Leslee Atiram was a beloved teacher who 
was described by her students and peers to 
be inspiring and an optimist. Raised in Brook-
lyn, Ms. Atiram had a drive to one day be an 
educator. Ms. Atiram spent four decades 
teaching math and science for high school and 
elementary school in New York and New Jer-
sey, of which she spent two of those decades 
teaching at Rutgers Preparatory School, 
Princeton Day School, and the Sunday school 
at Temple Shaari Emeth. 

Her passion for education led her to study 
at Stroudsburg University and the University of 

London during her undergraduate years. She 
then earned her master’s degree in education 
from Brooklyn College. Her style of teaching 
was like none other—she always brought 
warmth, kindness, and a good sense of humor 
to her classes. Her knowledge and skills as a 
math and science teacher earned her the ORT 
American Outstanding STEM Educator Award, 
which honors an educator in the New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut tristate area who 
seeks to advance STEM education. 

Outside of her educational career, Ms. 
Atiram organized a support group for other 
people in the school community who were 
touched by cancer. 

Leslee is survived by her husband, Zam; 
her sons, Logan and Zak; Kristin, Zak’s 
fiancée; her brother, Stan, and her loving 
nieces and nephew. A memorial service for 
Leslee will be held Sunday, December 10, 
2017 at Rutgers Preparatory School in Som-
erset. 

Our nation suffers in the loss of nurturing 
educators like Leslee Atiram, but I am hon-
ored that such a talented and dedicated indi-
vidual has shared their gifts on behalf of our 
community. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in remem-
bering the amazing life of Leslee Atiram and 
sending our sincere condolences to her 
friends and family. May Ms. Atiram be blessed 
and rest in peace. 

f 

RECOGNIZING PHILLIP LYONS FOR 
THE MONTANA CONGRESSIONAL 
VETERAN COMMENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Phillip Lyons of Butte for the 
Montana Congressional Veteran Commenda-
tion for his service to his country and leader-
ship in his community. 

Mr. Lyons answered the call to serve his 
country following the attack on Pearl Harbor. 
He joined the United States Navy and later the 
Navy Reserve. Mr. Lyons was a submariner 
during World War II and the Korean War. 

Mr. Lyons has been active with Butte’s 
American Legion post for the past 70 years 
and served as the post’s commander. Mr. 
Lyons was State Commander of the Montana 
Subvets, is a member of the DAV and VFW, 
and has logged over 15,000 hours of volun-
teer work on behalf of veterans and their fami-
lies. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Phillip Lyons for his dedication 
and service. 

f 

HONORING MASTER SERGEANT 
JOHN C. BURNAM, USA (RETIRED) 

HON. WALTER B. JONES 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to rise 
today to honor retired Master Sergeant John 
C. Burnam for his honorable and distinguished 
service in the United States Army, which in-

cluded two years of combat mission as an in-
fantryman and German shepherd scout dog 
handler during the Vietnam War. In addition, I 
would like to recognize him for years of tire-
less work after military retirement to establish 
the John Burnam Monument Foundation, 
which designed and built a national monument 
for America’s military working dogs and their 
handlers that served in the Armed Services of 
WWII, Korea, Vietnam, the Gulf War, Afghani-
stan, and Iraq. 

Master Sergeant Burnam’s time in the Army 
can be categorized best by his two years of 
service during the ground war in South Viet-
nam, where he was deployed as a combat in-
fantryman in the 7th Cavalry in the 1st Cavalry 
Division, and was subsequently wounded in 
battle. During his second year in Vietnam, he 
distinguished himself as a German shepherd 
scout dog handler serving in the 44th infantry 
scout dog platoon. After being wounded and 
the death of his first canine companion, Tim-
ber, he returned to duty and participated in 
over thirty combat missions, leading combat 
infantry patrols and saving American lives with 
his second scoutdog, Clipper. Tragically, both 
of his dogs died in the Vietnam War, which 
had a profound impact on the rest of Master 
Sergeant Burnam’s career, as well as his per-
sonal life. 

Throughout Master Sergeant Burnam’s com-
bat service, he was awarded over thirteen mili-
tary service awards, some of which include 
the Legion of Merit medal, the Bronze Star 
medal, and the Purple Heart medal. However, 
his achievements go far beyond his impres-
sive resume, military awards, and Army ac-
complishments. Master Sergeant Burnam went 
on to establish the John Burnam Monument 
Foundation, an organization that grew from his 
desire to honor others who have served on 
Military Working Dog teams throughout Amer-
ican history. His foundation, as its name sug-
gests, was dedicated to funding the construc-
tion and maintenance of a national monument 
for the men, women, and canines that make 
up these teams. In addition to his foundation, 
he has worked relentlessly to bring awareness 
to the work of scout dog handlers by authoring 
books, writing articles, and appearing in TV 
documentaries on the History Channel, Netflix, 
CNN, and other channels. Master Sergeant 
Burnam’s authentic and passionate storytelling 
have brought to life the hardships, humor, and 
horrors of combat, as well as the courageous 
heroism of both dog and handler. 

In 2005, Master Sergeant Burnam ap-
proached me to help him turn his dream of a 
Military Working Dog monument into a reality. 
He worked relentlessly, contributing language 
to support the drafting of the legislation, as 
well as giving congressional testimony before 
several subcommittees during the legislative 
process. Due to his tenacity and passion for 
the project, the legislation was signed by 
President Obama into Public Law 110–181 on 
October 28, 2009. This finally set into motion 
Master Sergeant Burnam’s vision by author-
izing the John Burnam Monument Foundation 
to establish and maintain a national monument 
on the Lackland Air Force Base in San Anto-
nio, Texas. 

This approval sparked Master Sergeant 
Burnam’s motivation to maintain his voice in 
the process, as he led the design and devel-
opment details of the national monument, in-
cluding size, scope, and historical significance 
of each component. This included the large 
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bronze statues of the Military Working Dog 
teams, a granite history wall with an engraved 
narrative, and a bronze military working dog 
and handler water fountain. The entire monu-
ment sits on a 3,000 square foot granite plaza 
with five flag poles representing each of the 
armed services. 

To pay for its construction, Master Sergeant 
Burnam organized an ambitious public fund-
raising campaign, which secured $2.1 million 
dollars for the project. He even went as far as 
to raise a maintenance fund so this burden 
would not be placed on the American tax-
payer. After closely overseeing the installation 
and construction of the national monument, 
the John Burnam Monument Foundation offi-
cially gifted it to the Office of the Secretary of 
the Air Force and the Joint Base San Antonio, 
where the Department of Defense has been 
training Military Working Dog teams of all 
services since 1958. 

On October 28, 2013 the national monu-
ment was officially unveiled and dedicated at 
the Lackland Air Force Base, where Master 
Sergeant Burnam provided a moving testi-
mony. The monument is currently accessible 
to the American people and their dogs, and at-
tracts thousands of visitors and veterans from 
across the United States and the world. Since 
the completion of the national monument, 
Master Sergeant Burnam continues to be an 
advocate for our nation’s Military Working Dog 
teams. 

Master Sergeant Burnam’s extensive career 
is distinguished by his desire to serve the Ma-
rine Corps and our nation. His sacrifices may 
never be fully recognized, but his impact will 
be felt by Americans for generations to come. 
On behalf of my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle, I would like to recognize Master Ser-
geant John C. Burnam for his outstanding 
achievements and contributions to our nation 
both in active duty and in retirement. His ex-
traordinary efforts to honor the U.S. Army, Ma-
rines, Navy, Air Force, Coast Guard, and Mili-
tary Working Dog teams will never be forgot-
ten. I pray his legacy lives on forever. 

f 

HONORING JOHN ROY DODSON, JR. 

HON. BILLY LONG 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Mr. John Roy Dodson, Jr., a World War 
II veteran and a shining example of patriotism. 
We in the 7th District of Missouri are proud to 
share our home with folks like him. 

In 1943, Mr. Dodson went to basic training 
at Camp Robinson in California. This was the 
first step in a fruitful career of service that took 
him from Hawaii to New Zealand on a troop 
ship to repel encroaching Japanese forces. He 
was part of the U.S. Army’s 25th Infantry Divi-
sion that secured Guadalcanal after the Gua-
dalcanal Campaign, and from there he was 
sent to battle on Bougainville Island and later 
to the Philippines. There, half of the division 
was responsible for taking Manila while Mr. 
Dodson was part of the effort to secure the 
mountains. As a member of the planned inva-
sion of Japan, Mr. Dodson was 50 miles away 
from the shore of Osaka when the U.S. 
dropped its atomic bomb. Finally, he was part 
of the occupying force that kept order in 
Japan. 

This December, Mr. Dodson will be honored 
for his service by peers and loved ones. 
Newscaster Tom Brokaw wrote that those who 
fought in WWII were part of the ‘‘greatest gen-
eration any society has ever produced.’’ They 
served not for fame or fortune but simply be-
cause they loved their country, and having 
grown up during one of the most tumultuous 
times in our nation’s history, these men and 
women exemplify the resilient frontier spirit 
that makes America great. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have the oppor-
tunity to honor Mr. Dodson and veterans like 
him any chance I get. The 7th District of Mis-
souri, as well as the rest of the United States, 
are forever indebted to John Roy Dodson, Jr. 
We thank him for his service and wish him all 
the best in all future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING RICHARD ALLGOOD 
FOR THE MONTANA CONGRES-
SIONAL VETERAN COMMENDA-
TION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Richard Allgood of Big Sky for 
the Montana Congressional Veteran Com-
mendation for his service to his country and 
leadership in his community. 

Mr. Allgood served in the United States Air 
Force during the Vietnam War, yet his service 
to his community continued well after his mili-
tary career. 

In Big Sky, Mr. Allgood was instrumental in 
the revival of American Legion Post 99, which 
now provides scholarships for local high 
school students and sponsors Boys State and 
Girls State programs as well as other local 
youth activities. 

Mr. Allgood’s tireless efforts have helped 
provide assistance to financially troubled vet-
erans, aid to community members needing 
help with medical expenses, and support for 
the Vietnam War Memorial in Bozeman. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Richard Allgood for his dedica-
tion and service. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE NINTH ANNUAL 
FAMILY CHRISTMAS EXTRAVA-
GANZA 

HON. BILL POSEY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Speaker, on December 16, 
2017, Brevard County families, businesses 
and local community organizations will gather 
together to celebrate the Ninth Annual Christ-
mas Extravaganza. This wonderful event, 
which will take place at Fred Poppe Regional 
Park in Palm Bay, FL, will provide an uplifting 
message of hope and future during this Christ-
mas season as so many families are still fac-
ing difficult challenges. 

The House at Palm Bay, the City of Palm 
Bay Parks & Recreation, Gator Automotive, 
Thrifty Produce, Chick-Fil-A, and Church on 
the Rock, Elevation Church, Calvary Chapel, 

Discover Life Church, Victory Church, Jornada 
Church, Victory in Christ Church, and several 
other business partners have recognized the 
importance of providing a positive venue for 
residents and children to celebrate Christmas. 

What makes the Family Christmas Extrava-
ganza so special is that there is no cost to at-
tend—everything is absolutely free to the pub-
lic. From cotton candy and hot dogs, to live 
music, and fun activities for children, the spon-
sors of this annual event are committed to 
serving others during this Christmas season 
and giving back to their community. 

This year, over eighty local businesses and 
organizations .have made donations of food, 
gift certificates, equipment, cash and goodie 
bags. The Bayside High School Marching 
Band will be performing along with Chagy the 
Clown. 

Senior Pastor Ken Delgado of The House at 
Palm Bay said, ‘‘With today’s news being filled 
with division, contention and expressions of 
hatred, it is exciting to see the City of Palm 
Bay, along with the city’s businesses and the 
citizens, create an event where love, joy and 
peace are expressed. The Family Christmas 
Extravaganza is the greatest expression that 
so many people yearn for, and is what the an-
gels proclaimed at the birth of Jesus saying 
‘‘Peace and good will towards all men.’’ 

Mayor William Capote said, ‘‘The Family 
Christmas Extravaganza is a wonderful annual 
tradition in the great City of Palm Bay. I am 
proud to be the Mayor of a City where groups 
like The House church spend so much time 
and energy selflessly giving back to our com-
munity. The House has captured the giving 
spirit of the holiday season with this event, 
providing a day of celebration and Christmas 
joy completely free of charge. I’ve seen the 
positive impact of the Extravaganza over the 
years and I am excited to see this event con-
tinue to grow!’’ 

Palm Bay City Manager Greg Lynk states, 
‘‘I’m excited to welcome the Family Christmas 
Extravaganza back to the City of Palm Bay. 
Over the past several years, the Christmas 
Extravaganza has become a cherished holiday 
tradition in Palm Bay, reminding all of us the 
reason for the season. The City is proud to 
partner with The House on this wonderful 
event that brings so much Christmas spirit to 
the great citizens of Palm Bay.’’ 

Gator Automotive owner Joe Kelly said 
‘‘Gator Chrysler has been a proud supporter of 
the Christmas Extravaganza for a few years. I 
support it because indeed it is a great thing 
the House of Palm Bay has established for 
families that can’t enjoy the holiday. I have 
heard firsthand from some of those families 
and it touches my heart.’’ . 

Fred Poppe, Director of Palm Bay Parks 
and Recreation, said ‘‘I am always looking for 
partnerships in the Community to serve our 
City to the best of our ability. The partnership 
with The House is very important in that we 
provide a free Holiday spirited event for thou-
sands of our residents. It’s the kind of partner-
ship that embodies the true spirit of the United 
States of America. Thanks for all that you and 
your hundreds of volunteers do to make this 
possible.’’ 

The City of Palm Bay issued a proclamation 
declaring December 16, 2017 as Family 
Christmas Extravaganza Day. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in saluting all 
those who have worked so hard to make the 
Annual Family Christmas Extravaganza pos-
sible; and those who spread the Christmas 
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spirit through good deeds and charitable acts 
across our nation. 

f 

HONORING FORMER NY REP. 
MAURICE HINCHEY 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to join my fellow New Yorkers in honoring 
and celebrating the life of our colleague, Con-
gressman Maurice Hinchey. Congressman 
Hinchey embodied what it means to be a true 
public servant and patriot with a vocation to 
serve his country and the people of New York. 

From his 18 years serving in the New York 
State Assembly to his 10 years in Congress, 
Congressman Hinchey remained a steadfast 
champion for working people, American fami-
lies, and the environment. 

During the Congressman’s time in the New 
York State Assembly, where he served as 
Chairman of the Environmental Conservation 
Committee, he sponsored the nation’s first 
ever acid rain prevention bill. His passion for 
the environment followed him from New York 
State to Capitol Hill, where he famously sent 
President Reagan a tree and a gallon of acid 
rain water to draw attention to environmental 
pollution. 

The Congressman represented some of 
New York’s most beautiful land, from the Hud-
son Valley to the Finger Lakes, and we can 
attribute much of the preservation of New 
York’s natural beauty to Congressman 
Hinchey’s tireless dedication to conservation. 

While on the House Appropriations Com-
mittee, the Congressman served as a staunch 
advocate for progressive policies and innova-
tion to help American families and veterans. 

My thoughts are with the Congressman’s 
wife, Ilene, the Hinchey family, and all those 
who loved him as we honor his legacy of ac-
tivism, advocacy, and passion for public serv-
ice. 

f 

RECOGNIZING GARY GERMUNDSON 
FOR THE MONTANA CONGRES-
SIONAL VETERAN COMMENDA-
TION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Gary Germundson of Scobey for 
the Montana Congressional Veteran Com-
mendation for his service to his country and 
leadership in his community. 

Mr. Germundson joined the United States 
Army in 1957 and served in Vietnam. In 1965, 
he ended his military career but continued to 
serve as a community leader in Montana. 

Mr. Germundson spent 45 years as a public 
educator. He became an alderman of the 
Scobey City Council and served as president 
of the Scobey Lions Club. Mr. Germundson 
remains active in his local American Legion 
and is treasurer of the Daniels County Color 
Guard. 

In addition to raising their four children, 
Gary and Bonnie Germundson were foster 
parents to fifteen children. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Mr. Gary Germundson for his 
dedication and service. 

f 

HONORING MAURICE HINCHEY 

HON. PAUL TONKO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
our former colleague and my friend Maurice 
Hinchey, who passed away last week. 

All told, Maurice served 18 years in the New 
York State Assembly and 20 years in the 
House. 

The story goes that after some youthful in-
discretions, a judge gave him the option of 
joining the Navy or else . . . 

Following his Navy service, he returned 
home to Saugerties, New York and worked at 
a cement factory, and then as a toll collector 
on the New York State Thruway while earning 
his degree at SUNY New Paltz. 

He eventually ran and won a seat in the 
New York State Assembly in 1974, becoming 
the first Democrat to represent Ulster County 
since 1912. 

I had the privilege of serving with Maurice in 
both the State Assembly and Congress. 

As a freshman in the Assembly in the 
1980s, I was assigned to serve on the Envi-
ronmental Conservation Committee, which 
Maurice chaired. 

During that time, I saw firsthand as he 
worked to expose illegal waste dumping by or-
ganized crime, which led to many convictions. 

I saw him investigate toxic contamination of 
Love Canal in Niagara Falls, which would be-
come the nation’s first Superfund site. 

He passed hundreds of bills, including the 
nation’s first acid rain law to protect New York-
ers from harmful pollution, especially in the 
Adirondacks, and the Hudson River Valley 
Greenway Act. 

Governor Mario Cuomo called him the ‘‘en-
vironmental conscience of New York State.’’ 

Maurice was elected to Congress in 1992, 
where he represented a serpentine district, 
from Poughkeepsie to Ithaca—including parts 
of the Hudson Valley, Catskill Mountains, and 
Southern Tier. 

It was a tough district with disparate inter-
ests, but you could not have found a more fit-
ting representative than Maurice. 

No one was as equally as comfortable at a 
pool hall in Binghamton, a lecture hall in Cor-
nell University, or one of Levon Helm’s Mid-
night Rambles in Woodstock. 

Throughout his career, Maurice blended his 
progressive and populist beliefs in tireless 
support of America’s working families. 

Maurice was a fighter—especially for the 
underdog, the voiceless, and the environment. 

He was a rare breed of politician—not a 
weathervane—he stuck to his convictions. He 
knew that the best choice was not always the 
easiest or most popular one. 

As a freshman in Congress, despite re-
quests from the President, he opposed 
NAFTA, knowing it would result in the loss of 
American manufacturing jobs and suppress 
wages. 

He opposed the Telecommunications Act of 
1996 for fear that it would encourage media 
ownership consolidation. 

He opposed the repeal of Glass-Steagall 
because it would allow banks to become too 
big to fail and encourage riskier investment 
behavior. 

He opposed the unconstitutional, discrimina-
tory Defense of Marriage Act. Maurice knew it 
was just as wrong then as it is today. And he 
wasn’t afraid to say so. 

He was a fierce and vocal opponent of the 
Iraq War. 

He had the courage and vision that many 
lacked to be on the right side of those issues 
when it mattered, when the votes were casts. 

He was on the losing side of those votes, 
but history has vindicated his positions. 

His passion and courage should serve as a 
model for anyone who enters public service. 

Maurice will be remembered most for being 
a champion of our environment. And I say our 
environment, because he believed without pol-
itics, without the efforts of so many engaged 
members of the public, there would not be 
conservation, or national parks, or wilderness. 
Only through acts of government and relent-
less advocacy have those national treasures 
been preserved to be cherished by all Ameri-
cans. 

He led the effort to establish the Hudson 
River Valley National Heritage Area and 
fought for the cleanup of PCBs that contami-
nated the river . . . 

He secured funding to rehabilitate an old 
railroad bridge that became the Walkway Over 
the Hudson, which has attracted millions of 
visitors since its opening. 

He supported renewable energy, and sought 
to prohibit oil and gas development in pro-
tected wilderness areas. That effort led him to 
work on requiring the disclosure of hydraulic 
fracturing chemicals and secure an EPA study 
on the impacts of fracking on drinking water. 

Every two years the Almanac of American 
Politics writes an entry for every Member of 
Congress. 

They tend to be fair and well-researched, 
but I take issue with one description of Mau-
rice, where year after year he was described 
as a ‘‘leader of lost causes.’’ 

For 20 years in the House and 18 in the 
State Assembly, Maurice sought to give a 
voice to the voiceless and defend the weak 
against the powerful. 

These are tiring, uphill battles; often frus-
trating and always difficult, but he never 
thought they were lost; never hopeless. He 
believed in them, and so do I. 

We do not live in a perfect world, and we 
never will. There will always be those among 
us who are disadvantaged and in need. They 
will always need a champion, a Maurice Hin-
chey. 

Our nation needs leaders who will dedicate 
their lives to carrying the banner of these so- 
called ‘‘lost causes’’ and the courage to fight, 
even when it is hard. 

Maurice spent his life fighting for working 
and middle-class Americans and protecting 
the Hudson Valley and America’s environment 
and natural beauty. 

He was one of the most principled and cou-
rageous public servants I have ever known. 

I want to express my deepest condolences 
to his wife, Ilene Marder Hinchey, and his chil-
dren, Maurice, Joseph, and Michelle. 
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In the last year of his life, Maurice and his 

family worked to raise awareness for 
frontotemporal degeneration. I hope his expe-
rience can help others understand this terrible 
condition. 

Rest in peace, Maurice. 

f 

RECOGNIZING WILLIAM ‘‘BRUCE’’ 
CHARLES FOR THE MONTANA 
CONGRESSIONAL VETERAN COM-
MENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize William ‘‘Bruce’’ Charles of De 
Borgia for the Montana Congressional Veteran 
Commendation for his service to his country 
and leadership in his community. 

Mr. Charles was a United States Air Force 
pilot during the Vietnam War, having joined 
the Air Force in 1965 as a result of the Gulf 
of Tonkin incident. 

Following his military career, Mr. Charles 
volunteered for various community service or-
ganizations, including 25 years as a member 
or officer in the local Kiwanis. 

In De Borgia, he was instrumental in pre-
venting the closure of the local post office and 
revitalizing the volunteer fire department. He 
also led a successful effort to create a fuel 
mitigation plan to protect the De Borgia area. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending William Charles for his dedica-
tion and service. 

RECOGNIZING SOUDERTON AREA 
HIGH SCHOOL FOR ITS DESIGNA-
TION AS A NATIONAL BANNER 
UNIFIED CHAMPION SCHOOL 

HON. BRIAN K. FITZPATRICK 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a school in my district. On No-
vember 30, 2017, Souderton Area High 
School will be recognized as a National Ban-
ner Unified Champion School by the Special 
Olympics’ International headquarters. Through 
the diligence and compassion of Athletic Di-
rector Dennis Stanton and Supervisor of Spe-
cial Education Megan Zweiback, the introduc-
tion of Unified Sports into to the school has 
greatly enhanced the curriculum of special 
needs students and allowed them to compete 
with typical students in interscholastic competi-
tion. One of only four schools in the nation, 
and the first in Pennsylvania to have been 
honored in this respect, I am proud of work 
done at Souderton Area High School to sup-
port and enhance the educational and rec-
reational development of all students. 

REQUIRING COMPLETION OF 
TRAINING PROGRAM IN WORK-
PLACE RIGHTS AND RESPON-
SIBILITIES 

SPEECH OF 

HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 29, 2017 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, this 
resolution will require all Members of Con-
gress and all employees of the House, includ-
ing fellows, detailees, and interns, to complete 
an anti-harassment and anti-discrimination 
training program each year. Harassment of 
any kind has no place within Congress, and 
passing this resolution will re-enforce that for 
Members and staff. By voting for this resolu-
tion, we will also ensure that all employees 
are made aware of their rights and the protec-
tions they have against discrimination, harass-
ment, and retaliation for exercising their rights. 
We must set an example for the nation by cre-
ating a professional workplace environment in 
which employees feel safe and in which work-
place rights and responsibilities are respected. 
While this makes clear the House position 
against workplace sexual harassment or dis-
crimination, it is only a first step. I look forward 
to simplifying and reforming the complaint 
process to bring greater transparency and ac-
countability for reporting incidents of inappro-
priate workplace behavior. This new policy 
and our new national awareness are long 
overdue but necessary as we begin the long 
process to ensure the workplace is safe and 
welcoming for all employees. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:16 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A30NO8.032 E30NOPT1



D1263 

Thursday, November 30, 2017 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S7507–S7651 
Measures Introduced: Eight bills and one resolu-
tion were introduced, as follows: S. 2174–2181, and 
S. Res. 345.                                                                   Page S7563 

Measures Reported: 
Report to accompany S. 1532, to disqualify from 

operating a commercial motor vehicle for life an in-
dividual who uses a commercial motor vehicle in 
committing a felony involving human trafficking. (S. 
Rept. No. 115–188)                                                 Page S7562 

Measures Considered: 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act—Agreement: Senate con-
tinued consideration of H.R. 1, to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to titles II and V of the concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2018, 
taking action on the following motions and amend-
ment proposed thereto:                                    Pages S7508–57 

Rejected: 
By 48 yeas to 52 nays (Vote No. 286), Brown 

motion to commit the bill to the Committee on Fi-
nance, with instructions.                                        Page S7518 

By 48 yeas to 51 nays (Vote No. 287), Casey mo-
tion to commit the bill to the Committee on Fi-
nance, with instructions.                                        Page S7527 

By 48 yeas to 52 nays (Vote No. 288), King mo-
tion to commit the bill to the Committee on Fi-
nance, with instructions.                                        Page S7536 

By 45 yeas to 55 nays (Vote No. 289), Stabenow 
motion to commit the bill to the Committee on Fi-
nance, with instructions.                                        Page S7545 

Pending: 
McConnell (for Hatch/Murkowski) Amendment 

No. 1618, of a perfecting nature.                      Page S7508 

Baldwin motion to commit the bill to the Com-
mittee on Finance, with instructions.              Page S7548 

Wyden (for Nelson) motion to commit the bill to 
the Committee on Finance, with instructions. 
                                                                                            Page S7548 

A unanimous-consent-time agreement was reached 
providing that following Leader remarks on Friday, 
December 1, 2017, there be up to 20 minutes of de-
bate on each motion, equally divided in the usual 

form, and that following the use or yielding back of 
that time, Senate vote on the motions, with no in-
tervening action or debate.                                    Page S7548 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the bill at ap-
proximately 10 a.m., on Friday, December 1, 2017. 
                                                                                            Page S7651 

Appointments: 
Board of Trustees of the American Folklife Cen-

ter of the Library of Congress: The Chair, on behalf 
of the President pro tempore, pursuant to Public 
Law 94–201, as amended by Public Law 105–275, 
appointed the following individual as a member of 
the Board of Trustees of the American Folklife Cen-
ter of the Library of Congress: Jay Winik of Mary-
land vice Margaret Z. Robson of New Mexico. 
                                                                                            Page S7651 

Frederick Douglass Bicentennial Commission: 
The Chair, on behalf of the Majority Leader, pursu-
ant to the provisions of Public Law 115–77, ap-
pointed the following individual to the Frederick 
Douglass Bicentennial Commission: Senator Scott. 
                                                                                            Page S7651 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S7559 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S7559–62 

Executive Reports of Committees:       Pages S7562–63 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S7563–65 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
Additional Statements:                                Pages S7557–59 

Amendments Submitted:                     Pages S7565–S7650 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S7650 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S7650 

Record Votes: Four record votes were taken today. 
(Total—289)                       Pages S7518, S7527, S7536, S7545 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10:30 a.m. and 
adjourned at 9:14 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Friday, De-
cember 1, 2017. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S7651.) 
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Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the nominations of Randall G. 
Schriver, of Virginia, to be an Assistant Secretary, 
John C. Rood, of Arizona, to be Under Secretary for 
Policy, both of the Department of Defense, and 275 
nominations in the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

FUTURE NATIONAL DEFENSE STRATEGY 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine recommendations from outside 
experts for a future National Defense Strategy, after 
receiving testimony from Thomas G. Mahnken, Cen-
ter for Strategic Budgetary Assessments, David A. 
Ochmanek, RAND Corporation, Lieutenant General 
Thomas W. Spoehr, USA (Ret.), Heritage Founda-
tion Center for National Defense, Mara E. Karlin, 
Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International 
Studies, and Mackenzie Eaglen, The American Enter-
prise Institute Marilyn Ware Center for Security 
Studies, all of Washington, D.C. 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine the nominations of M. Lee 
McClenny, of Washington, to be Ambassador to the 
Republic of Paraguay, Carlos Trujillo, of Florida, to 

be Permanent Representative to the Organization of 
American States, with the rank of Ambassador, and 
Kenneth J. Braithwaite, of Pennsylvania, to be Am-
bassador to the Kingdom of Norway, all of the De-
partment of State, and Brock D. Bierman, of Vir-
ginia, to be an Assistant Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Development, 
after the nominees testified and answered questions 
in their own behalf. 

THE FRONT LINES OF THE OPIOID CRISIS 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine the front 
lines of the opioid crisis, focusing on perspectives 
from states, communities, and providers, after receiv-
ing testimony from Rebecca L. Boss, Rhode Island 
Department of Behavioral Healthcare, Develop-
mental Disabilities and Hospitals, Cranston; Andrea 
Magermans, Wisconsin Department of Safety and 
Professional Services Prescription Drug Monitoring 
Program, Madison; John Tilley, Kentucky Justice 
and Public Safety Cabinet, Frankfort; and A. Omar 
Abubaker, Virginia Commonwealth University 
School of Dentistry, Richmond. 

INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee met in 
closed session to receive a briefing on certain intel-
ligence matters from officials of the intelligence 
community. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 20 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 4488–4507; and 3 resolutions, H. 
Res. 636–638 were introduced.                  Pages H9568–69 

Additional Cosponsors:                                       Page H9570 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 477, to amend the Securities Exchange Act 

of 1934 to exempt from registration brokers per-
forming services in connection with the transfer of 
ownership of smaller privately held companies (H. 
Rept. 115–431); and 

H.R. 3971, to amend the Truth in Lending Act 
and the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act of 
1974 to modify the requirements for community fi-
nancial institutions with respect to certain rules re-
lating to mortgage loans, and for other purposes (H. 
Rept. 115–432).                                                         Page H9568 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Palmer to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H9519 

Recess: The House recessed at 10:54 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon.                                               Page H9526 

Guest Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the 
Guest Chaplain, Pastor Jon Lands, Fellowship Bap-
tist Church, Vienna, West Virginia.                Page H9526 

Minnesota’s Economic Rights in the Superior 
National Forest Act: The House passed H.R. 3905, 
to require congressional approval of any mineral 
withdrawal or monument designation involving the 
National Forest System lands in the State of Min-
nesota, to provide for the renewal of certain mineral 
leases in such lands, by a recorded vote of 216 ayes 
to 204 noes, Roll No. 643. Consideration began yes-
terday, November 29th.                                 Pages H9535–36 
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Rejected: 
Grijalva amendment (No. 1 printed in H. Rept. 

115–429) that was debated on November 29th that 
sought to increase the royalty rate by 16.66 percent 
for mineral leases in the Superior National Forest (by 
a yea-and-nay vote of 182 yeas to 237 nays, Roll 
No. 642).                                                                        Page H9535 

H. Res. 631, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bills (H.R. 3017) and (H.R. 3905) was agreed 
to yesterday, November 29th. 
Ensuring a Qualified Civil Service Act of 2017: 
The House passed H.R. 4182 to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to modify probationary periods 
with respect to positions within the competitive 
service and the Senior Executive Service, by a re-
corded vote of 213 ayes to 204 noes, Roll No. 648. 
                                            Pages H9529–35, H9537–38, H9547–59 

Agreed to: 
Gianforte amendment (No. 3 printed in H. Rept. 

115–430), as modified, that provides additional noti-
fication to supervisor with 1 year, 6 months, 3 
months and 30 days of remaining probationary pe-
riod.                                                                                   Page H9555 

Rejected: 
Hastings (FL) amendment (No. 1 printed in H. 

Rept. 115–430) that sought to exempt alumni of the 
PeaceCorps, AmeriCorps, and other national service 
programs under the Corporation for National and 
Community Service from the two year probationary 
period (by a recorded vote of 195 ayes to 221 noes, 
Roll No. 646); and                        Pages H9554–55, H9556–57 

Conolly amendment in the nature of a substitute 
(No. 4 printed in H. Rept. 115–430) that sought to 
strike the provisions of the bill and replace it with 
a study and report by the Comptroller General of 
the United States; the study and report would be on 
those agencies that have lengthened the employee 
probationary period from 1 to 2 years, and any im-
pact of an existing 2 year probationary period at the 
agency (by a recorded vote of 193 ayes to 223 noes, 
Roll No. 647).                                                     Pages H9555–58 

H. Res. 635, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bills (H.R. 4182) and (H.R. 1699) was agreed 
to by a yea-and-nay vote of 226 yeas to 186 nays, 
Roll No. 645, after the previous question was or-
dered by a yea-and-nay vote of 229 yeas to 189 nays, 
Roll No. 644.                                                      Pages H9537–38 

Brownfields Enhancement, Economic Redevelop-
ment, and Reauthorization Act of 2017: The 
House passed H.R. 3017, to amend the Comprehen-
sive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act of 1980 to reauthorize and improve the 
brownfields program, by a yea-and-nay vote of 409 
yeas to 8 nays, Roll No. 649.          Page H9538–47, H9559 

Pursuant to the Rule, an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 115–40 shall be considered as 
adopted.                                                                          Page H9539 

H. Res. 631, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bills (H.R. 3017) and (H.R. 3905) was agreed 
to yesterday, November 29th. 

Relating to the exercise of the authority of the 
ranking minority member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary: The House agreed to H. Res. 636, 
relating to the exercise of the authority of the rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.                                                                                 Page H9559 

Senate Referrals: S. 825 was referred to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. S. 1285 was re-
ferred to the Committee on Natural Resources. S. 
254 was referred to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. S. 772 was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. S. 669 was referred to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. S. 245 was re-
ferred to the Committee on Natural Resources and 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. S. 343 
was referred to the Committee on Natural Resources. 
S. 302 was held at the desk.                                Page H9567 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
today appears on page H9547. 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Four yea-and-nay votes and 
four recorded votes developed during the proceedings 
of today and appear on pages H9535, H9536, 
H9537–38, H9538, H9557, H9557–58, H9558–59, 
and H9559. There were no quorum calls. 

Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:08 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 
AGENCY 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Home-
land Security held an oversight hearing on the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency. Testimony was 
heard from Brock Long, Administrator, Federal 
Emergency Management Agency. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies held an 
oversight hearing on the Department of the Interior. 
Testimony was heard from David Bernhardt, Deputy 
Secretary, Department of the Interior. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:06 Dec 01, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D30NO7.REC D30NOPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGESTD1266 November 30, 2017 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
EMERGENCY RELIEF 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Trans-
portation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies held a hearing entitled ‘‘Depart-
ment of Transportation, Federal Highway Adminis-
tration Emergency Relief’’. Testimony was heard 
from Brandye Hendrickson, Deputy Administrator, 
Federal Highway Administration; and Walter 
Waidelich, Executive Director, Federal Highway Ad-
ministration. 

IMPLEMENTING THE 21ST CENTURY 
CURES ACT: AN UPDATE FROM FDA AND 
NIH 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Health held a hearing entitled ‘‘Implementing the 
21st Century Cures Act: An Update from FDA and 
NIH’’. Testimony was heard from Francis Collins, 
M.D., Director, National Institutes of Health; and 
Scott Gottlieb, M.D., Commissioner, Food and Drug 
Administration. 

IDENTITY VERIFICATION IN A POST- 
BREACH WORLD 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Identity Verification in a Post-Breach World’’. Tes-
timony was heard from public witnesses. 

LATEST DEVELOPMENTS IN COMBATING 
ONLINE SEX TRAFFICKING 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Communications and Technology held a hearing en-
titled ‘‘Latest Developments in Combating Online 
Sex Trafficking’’. Testimony was heard from Rep-
resentative Wagner; Russ Winkler, Assistant Special 
Agent in Charge, Tennessee Bureau of Investigation; 
and public witnesses. 

IMPLEMENTATION AND CYBERSECURITY 
PROTOCOLS OF THE CONSOLIDATED 
AUDIT TRAIL 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Cap-
ital Markets, Securities, and Investments held a hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Implementation and Cybersecurity Pro-
tocols of the Consolidated Audit Trail’’. Testimony 
was heard from public witnesses. 

EVALUATING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF U.S. 
SANCTIONS PROGRAMS 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on 
Monetary Policy and Trade held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Evaluating the Effectiveness of U.S. Sanctions Pro-
grams’’. Testimony was heard from Marshall 
Billingslea, Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Financ-

ing, Department of the Treasury; and John E. Smith, 
Director, Office of Foreign Assets Control, Depart-
ment of the Treasury. 

WORLD WIDE THREATS: KEEPING 
AMERICA SECURE IN THE NEW AGE OF 
TERROR 
Committee on Homeland Security: Full Committee held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘World Wide Threats: Keeping 
America Secure in the New Age of Terror’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Elaine C. Duke, Acting Sec-
retary, Department of Homeland Security; Nicholas 
J. Rasmussen, Director, National Counterterrorism 
Center, Office of the Director of National Intel-
ligence; Christopher A. Wray, Director, Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation; and public witnesses. 

THE ROLE AND IMPACT OF NATIONWIDE 
INJUNCTIONS BY DISTRICT COURTS 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Courts, 
Intellectual Property, and the Internet held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘The Role and Impact of Nationwide In-
junctions by District Courts’’. Testimony was heard 
from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Full Committee com-
pleted a markup on H.R. 1778, to provide that an 
order by the Secretary of the Interior imposing a 
moratorium on Federal coal leasing shall not take ef-
fect unless a joint resolution of approval is enacted, 
and for other purposes; H.R. 2630, the ‘‘La Paz 
County Land Conveyance Act’’; H.R. 3117, the 
‘‘Transparency and Honesty in Energy Regulations 
Act of 2017’’; H.R. 3607, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to establish fees for medical services 
provided in units of the National Park System, and 
for other purposes; H.R. 3979, the ‘‘Keep America’s 
Refuges Operational Act’’; H.R. 4299, to provide for 
the indefinite duration of certain military land with-
drawals, to improve the management of lands cur-
rently subject to such withdrawals and to make the 
management of such lands more transparent, and for 
other purposes; and H.R. 4300, the ‘‘Admiral Lloyd 
R. ‘Joe’ Vasey Pacific War Commemorative Display 
Establishment Act’’. H.R. 1778 and H.R. 4300 were 
ordered reported, without amendment. H.R. 2630, 
H.R. 3117, H.R. 3607, H.R. 3979, and H.R. 4299 
were ordered reported, as amended. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURE 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on 
Water, Power and Oceans held a hearing on H.R. 
4419, the ‘‘Bureau of Reclamation and Bureau of In-
dian Affairs Water Project Streamlining Act’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Representative Newhouse; 
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Alan Mikkelsen, Deputy Commissioner, Bureau of 
Reclamation; and public witnesses. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Mineral Resources held a hearing on H.R. 
1675, the ‘‘National Landslide Preparedness Act’’; 
H.R. 4033, the ‘‘National Geologic Mapping Act 
Reauthorization Act’’; legislation to amend the Geo-
thermal Steam Act of 1970 to promote timely explo-
ration for geothermal resources under geothermal 
leases, and for other purposes; and legislation to pro-
vide for the establishment of the National Volcano 
Early Warning and Monitoring System. Testimony 
was heard from David Applegate, Acting Deputy 
Director, Office of the Director, Natural Hazards, 
U.S. Geological Survey; and public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Full 
Committee held a markup on H.R. 2623, the ‘‘Less-
ening Regulatory Costs and Establishing a Federal 
Regulatory Budget Act of 2017’’; H.R. 4431, the 
‘‘Correcting Miscalculations in Veterans’ Pensions 
Act’’; H.R. 3638, to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1100 Kings 
Road in Jacksonville, Florida, as the ‘‘Rutledge Pear-
son Post Office Building’’; H.R. 3655, to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1300 Main Street in Belmar, New Jersey, 
as the ‘‘Dr. Walter S. McAfee Post Office Building’’; 
H.R. 4042, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 1415 West Oak 
Street, in Kissimmee, Florida, as the ‘‘Borinqueneers 
Post Office Building’’; H.R. 4285, to designate the 
facility of the United States Postal Service located at 
123 Bridgeton Pike in Mullica Hill, New Jersey, as 
the ‘‘James C. ‘Billy’ Johnson Post Office Building’’; 
and H.R. 4301, to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 201 Tom 
Hall Street in Fort Mill, South Carolina, as the ‘‘J. 
Elliott Williams Post Office Building’’. H.R. 2623 
was ordered reported, as amended. H.R. 4431, H.R. 
3638, H.R. 3655, H.R. 4042, H.R. 4285, and H.R. 
4301 were ordered reported, without amendment. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Full 
Committee held a markup on H.R. 4460, the ‘‘Dis-
aster Recovery Reform Act of 2017’’; H.R. 3814, 
the ‘‘No Human Trafficking on Our Roads Act’’; 
and H.R. 3813, the ‘‘Combating Human Trafficking 
in Commercial Vehicles Act’’. H.R. 4460 was or-
dered reported, as amended. H.R. 3814 and H.R. 
3813 were ordered reported, without amendment. 

TESTIMONY OF ERIK PRINCE 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Testimony of Erik 
Prince’’. Testimony was heard from a public witness. 
This hearing was open in a closed space. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY, 
DECEMBER 1, 2017 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
No meetings/hearings scheduled. 

House 

Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies, hearing entitled ‘‘Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, Community 
Block Grant-Disaster Recovery’’, 9:30 a.m., 2358–A 
Rayburn. 
Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on 
Readiness, hearing entitled ‘‘Amphibious Warfare 
Readiness and Training: Interoperability, Shortfalls, 
and the Way Ahead’’, 8 a.m., 2212 Rayburn. 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, 
Full Committee, markup on H.R. 4478, the ‘‘FISA 
Amendments Reauthorization Act of 2017’’, 9 a.m., 
1100 Longworth. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Friday, December 1 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Friday: Senate will continue consideration 
of H.R. 1, Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, with votes on Baldwin 
motion to commit and on Wyden (for Nelson) motion to 
commit at approximately 11 a.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

9 a.m., Friday, December 1 

House Chamber 

Program for Friday: Consideration of H.R. 1699—Pre-
serving Access to Manufactured Housing Act of 2017. 
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